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“The Commonwealth Prime Ministers’ 
Conference took place in Wellington, New 
Zealand, in the week August 10th to August 
15th 2001. In attendance were the leaders of 
the United Kingdom, New Zealand, Australia 
and Canada. 

“The first day of the conference was 
taken up with the subject of Commonwealth 
defence. Both the Australian and New 
Zealand Prime Ministers stressed the need 
for a stronger naval presence in the Austra- 
lasian area in view of recent increases in arms 
expenditure by Japan and China. The United 
Kingdom and Canadian representatives agreed 
to give their full co-operation. The delegates 
also agreed to step up the rate of exchange 
visits by officer cadets among the four 
countries. 

“On the second and third days the 
agenda was dominated by economic matters. 
The United Kingdom proposed, and the 
Others agreed, that the Commonwealth 
should pool resources to develop a new 
passenger jet airliner for the decade beginning 
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2005. Much discussion was given to the 
raising throughout the Commonwealth of 
more capital to develop Australia’s new 
found oilfields. The conference discussed 
how New Zealand’s dairy farming industry 
could be revived by means of massive exports 
to the other three countries, particularly 
Britain — now that the latter had withdrawn 
from the European Common Market. Because 
of the running down of the industry in New 
Zealand, output could not immediately meet 
all Britain’s needs but it was agreed that 
Britain would reduce her imports from 
Europe at the maximum speed at which 
imports from New Zealand could be 
obtained. The third day ended with a 
discussion of the possibilities of a reduction 
of tariff barriers between all Commonwealth 
countries during the year to come. 

“On the fourth day the leaders discussed 
population and migration. The recent 
dramatic increase in the United Kingdom 
birth-rate underlined the need to step up 
emigration from Britain’s crowded shores to 
the open spaces of Australia and Canada. 
Although the rate of emigration had greatly 
increased, it was not fast enough, and the 
delegates discussed how new _ incentives 
might be introduced to speed up the rate 
still further. The Canadian delegate stressed 
how important it was for his country to 
obtain a large number of British migrants, as 
the recent decision of his government to 
repatriate and resettle Canada’s Negro, Asian 
and Southern European ethnic groups had 
created a temporary labour shortage. 

“The fifth day was occupied mainly by 
educational and cultural matters. The 
delegates agreed on the importance of more 
student exchanges so that_a point would be 
reached at which every student in every 
Commonwealth country had seen a bit of 
the other Commonwealth countries. 

“On the last day foreign affairs 


dominated the agenda. All the delegates 
agreed that Canada’s protest to the Soviet 
Union over Russian violation of her 200-mile 
fishing limits should receive the full backing 
of a united Commonwealth. The delegates 
also agreed that it ‘was essential for the 
restoration of Commonwealth influence in 
the Middle East that the Commonwealth 
should speak as one body to the Arab states. 
All differences between individual Common- 
wealth countries should be ironed out before 
further diplomatic moves were made in that 
area. 

“The conference ended with the 
delegates being treated to a march-past and 
air display by units of the services of all four 
countries.” 

Yes, that report was fiction but we print 
it to give an idea of what a Commonwealth 
Conference ought to be like. Those who 
followed the recent farce of a conference in 
Lusaka, in which Mrs. Thatcher spent most 
of the time genuflecting to the shrill 
demands of African nabobs that the last 
nails be driven into the coffin of White 
Rhodesia, might reflect on the two 
contrasting worlds of sanity and insanity that 
the fictional and the real portray. Perhaps if 
we can revert to the sane world by the 
beginning of the next century we may then 
read our children stories of what Common- 
wealth conferences were like in 1979. In 
that event we would surely have the greatest 
difficulty in persuading them that what we 
were reading was not comic fantasy but 
something that actually happened. 


Rhodesia: 
What did we tell you? 


When Ian Smith’s Rhodesian ‘settlement’ 
was first made known, all the little Tory 
half-wits gurgled with glee. This was, they 
said, the best settlement that could be 
achieved in the circumstances and it was 
vastly preferable to a deal which would have 
brought in the Patriotic Front. The Whites 
would still enjoy considerable power through 
their blocking mechanism in the new parlia- 
ment and through their control of the 
security forces and they would, in co- 
operation with moderate Black leaders, 
make possible the first genuinely multi- 
racial state in Africa. We should congratulate 
Smith instead of condemning him. He had got 
the best deal possible and he had only been 
pushed into that because he had no 
alternative. 

We were unimpressed. In the first place 
we pointed out how Smith had changed 
position repeatedly since UDI and that he 
would probably change again. We said that 
there was no such thing as a ‘multi-racial 
state’; there is either a state in which the 
Whites rule or a state in which the Blacks 
rule. We said that the terms of Smith’s 
settlement would not endure for long 
anyway. Once the Blacks had got their foot 
in the door of power, they would not stop 
till they had taken over the whole house. 


Black Africa would not be satisfied with the 
settlement as it was, nor would the ‘big boys’ 
of the international power elite. They would 
not rest until there was a complete Black 
take-over. The Muzorewa government would 
just be an interregnum. 

Recent events have indicated that that is 
the way things are heading. Mrs. Thatcher, 
after securing her right flank (!!!) in Britain 
by making friendly noises towards the 
Muzorewa regime, went to Lusaka and did a 
prompt about-turn, stating that the 
Rhodesian (sorry, ‘Zimbabwe-Rhodesian’) 
constitution was not acceptable in its 
present form and would have to be changed. 
Mr. Smith then added his voice to the 
proceedings by stating that he was willing to 
accept changes and that he was not averse to 
discussing matters with the Patriotic Front. 
It now looks as if the last vestige of White 
power in the country will disappear with the 
disappearance of the parliamentary blocking 
mechanism and the assumption of control of 
the forces by Blacks. All quite predictable to 
those who have followed the African scene 
since 1950. 


Ulster—no change 


Pussyfooting, compromise and cowardice 
still rule over government policy in Northern 
Ireland, notwithstanding that there has been 
a change from Labour to the Tories. This 
was quite evident last month as an IRA rally 
was allowed to take place right under the 
nose of the security forces in Belfast. 

While IRA forces, some masked and 
some not, paraded blatantly with their guns, 


- no less a person than IRA leader David 


O’Connell was seen on TV arriving at the 
rally and acknowledging the cheers of the 
crowd. The Army and the RUC in the mean- 
time, no doubt acting on strict political 


orders, stood by and did nothing. 

The excuse for this inaction was the old 
one of not wishing to antagonise the Catholic 
population by the bloodshed that would 
have ensued from the sort of operation 
necessary to arrest the criminals present. 
This excuse is in fact pure baloney. By doing 
nothing in the face of such provocation, our 
forces surely cause far more antagonism in 
other quarters — among the Loyalist majority 
in the province that has had just about as 
much as it can tolerate of Westminster 
appeasement of the enemy. It is hardly any 
surprise that following this event the UDA 
announced an intensification of its activities. 

And even supposing that it was a policy 
of the security forces not to move in en masse 
against the parade, one fact should surely 
have occurred to those who saw the news 
broadcast of the affair. If David O’Connell 
could be caught in the lens of a TV camera, 
he could equally well have been caught in 
the sight of an Army sniper’s rifle. Instead 
he lives on to organise more murders and 
bombings. 

Perhaps though the security forces are 
acting according to a deliberate strategy that 
is not disclosed to us. Perhaps the idea is 
that if they keep up the present posture on a 
few more of such occasions the IRA men 
will collapse and die laughing! 


Propping up Communism 


This year’s Russian grain harvest - is 
likely to be the worst since 1975. Russian 
grain failures, a regular occurrence, present 
the Western powers with the single greatest 
opportunity to undermine the Communist 
system. That is, of course, assuming that the 
Western powers genuinely regard the Soviet 
Union as an enemy and act accordingly. We 
know, however, that the financial interests 


HOW BRITAIN DEALT WITH TERRORISTS IN HEALTHIER DAYS 
Sepoys caught murdering Britons in the Indian Mutiny were impaled on cannons and blasted 
to bits — a contrast with the kid gloves employed with the IRA today. 


controlling Western policy making have 
consistently maintained the survival of 
Soviet Communism through massive loans 
and the transfer of technological and 
military know-how. They have also propped 
up the Soviet Union when faced with 
disastrous grain failures, as in 1972 and 1975 
when Russia made massive and _ secret 
purchases of grain from America so huge 
that they caused a world shortage and drove 
up prices. 

Western capitalism is once again going 
to ensure the survival of its Communist 
‘enemy’. The Soviet Union will be importing 
about 30 million tons of grain at a cost of 
five billion dollars. Any suggestion that this 
is somehow in conflict with the orthodox 
view of East-West relations would naturally 
be dismissed as absurd “conspiracy theory”. 


Red racialists 


‘Ideal’ Communist societies like the 
People’s Republic of China have supposedly 
eradicated such reactionary, imperialist and 
fascist tendencies as ‘racialism’. But all the 
propaganda about solidarity with the Third 
World cannot disguise the fact that the 
Communist Chinese are just as racialist as we 
capitalist dogs of the West. A violent racial 
battle lasting three days recently erupted at 
the Shanghai Textile Institute between 
Chinese and African students, leaving 16 
Africans seriously injured in hospital. Loud 
music from African dormitories and rumours 
of Chinese girls raped by Mauritanians 
started the riot. Chinese character posters 
appeared denouncing Black students in 
general, followed by the storming of an 
African dormitory by Chinese wielding clubs 
and hurling rocks. All foreign students were 
taken to a hotel outside Shanghai for safety. 
African students later demonstrated in the 
streets with placards demanding “We want 
to go home.” 

All this is richly amusing since China 
claims to be the champion of the Black races 
oppressed by the racialists of the Imperialist 
West, not to mention our own anti-racialist 
twerps who consider themselves followers of 
Maoism. The truth is that Communism has 
done nothing to eradicate the Chinese 
instinct of hatred for all foreigners. 


Unforgivable 


Poor Andrew Young! Nicknamed ‘The 
Mouth’ because of his numerous diplomatic 
gaffes during his tenure as American 
Ambassador to the UN, Young insulted and 
offended just about everybody — Britain, 
Rhodesia, South Africa, even his own 
country when he accused the United States 
of keeping ‘political prisoners’ just like the 
Soviet Union. But somehow Young managed 
to survive — no doubt because he was the 
Carter administration’s statutory Black. 

But then he committed the cardinal sin. 
He offended Israel and the Jews. His pro- 
Palestinian position evoked shrill protests 
from world Zionism, and his forced resig- 
nation was instantaneous! 
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A special report for all readers 


EXCALIBUR HOUSE IN DANGER 


EXCALIBUR HOUSE, which opened last 
October, was the realisation of a long- 
cherished dream. Since its foundation in 
1967, the National Front always aspired 
to possess a building which would provide 
it with facilities for a wide range of 
associated enterprises all directed towards 
the promotion of the party and which, as 
a freehold property, would be securely in 
its hands. gee 

This aspiration to have a large building 
which the party could call its own was 
shared by the many members and 
supporters of the party. So that such a 
building might be acquired, from which 
associated companies could operate, NF 
members and supporters made enormous 
sacrifices of money and later of time and 
hard work. They did so because they 
rightly believed that that building would 
be in a real sense their building. 

Spearhead now has to report that a 
faction exists within the party and on its 
National Directorate which holds that 
Excalibur House does not belong to the 
party or the members in any real sense at 
all, but is the property of a private group 
of individuals who are not responsible to 
the party or its members and who are 
empowered to put parts of the building 
to uses quite independent of the party. 

So also with the Excalibur Club. The 
same faction regards the Club as quite 
outside the control of the National Front 
and the jurisdiction of its Directorate, 
and believes that the Directorate may 
not, among other things, regulate the 
admission and exclusion of people from 
the Club premises in the interests of good 
order and security. 

Spearhead regards this situation as a 
scandal — and one which must be brought 
to the attention of all National Front 
members and _ supporters, particularly 
those who have made personal sacrifices 
of money and labour towards the acquisi- 
tion and equipping of Excalibur House 
and the Excalibur Club. 

The whole background of events 
leading to this situation is highly complex 
and in the space available here we can 
only give the broadest and most basic 
statement of the issue. 

Some time ago the NF Directorate 
decided that the party could only obtain 
the building it required by the setting up 
of a company in which NF members and 
supporters would be invited to buy shares 
as a viable business investment. As 
investors, such people would have a just 


claim to dividends paid out of any profits 


earned by the company. 

At the same time the Directorate. was 
resolved that such a company, and the 
assets that would be acquired out of its 
capital, would always ultimately remain 
under the control of the party and could 
never become the instrument of any 
private consortium operating indepen- 
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dently of the party. Indeed this condition 
was stipulated strongly by almost every 
person who was asked to contribute 
money to the purchase of shares in the 
company. 

The means by which the party’s 
overall control would be assured was that 
a special category of shares would be held 
by three party Trustees appointed by the 
Directorate and who could be replaced by 
the Directorate at its own absolute 
discretion. This special category of shares 
would have extra voting rights which 
assured that the party would always have 
a voting majority. 

A Finance Committee team of party 
officers, headed by Mr. Paul Kavanagh, a 
member of the _ Directorate, was 
empowered to set up the company in 
accordance with this formula. 

The Directorate has now discovered 
that matters have not been so arranged. 
The NF is advised by expert Counsel that 
the special category of shares held for the 
party by the Trustees do not have the 
extra voting power that they should. 
When the Directorate recently voted to 
change its Trustees, those connected with 
the company sought to obstruct this 
change. They further claim that the com- 
pany, Excalibur House (which it owns) 
and the Excalibur Club are entities entirely 
separate from the party and independent 
from the party; and in order to assert 
independence from the National Front on 


- one matter concerning the Excalibur Club 


officials of the Club led by Club Chairman 
Douglas Priest recently obtained a court 
injunction against party Chairman Mr. 
John Tyndall. 

As a result of such developments, Mr. 
Tyndall felt obliged. to ask members of 
the Directorate individually at a meeting 
on August Sth: did they or did they not 
endorse in principle that NF Properties 


Ltd., Excalibur House and the Excalibur 
Club are enterprises and assets controlled 
rightfully by the National Front and that 
decisions concerning them may not be 
made that are contrary to the rulings of 
the Directorate of the National Front? 
Directorate members were required to 
state their positions on these questions by 
signing a document upholding the 
principle that the NF did rightfully have 
this ultimate control. 

Sixteen Directorate members signed 
the document and thus endorsed this 
principle. These were: Mr. J. Tyndall, Mr. 
A. Brons, Mr. M. Webster, Mr. R. Verrall, 
Mr. D. Bruce (Chairman, Finance Com- 
mittee), Mr. B. Wyndham, Mr. G. Wright, 
Mr. J. Roberts, Mrs. B. Mitchell, Mr. M. 
Skeggs, Mr. M. Cowley, Mr. R. Edmunds, 
Mr. M. Salt, Mr. A. Reed-Herbert, Mr. P. 
Gegan and Mr. P. Williams. 

Four Directorate members refused to 
sign the document. These were: Mr. A. 
Fountaine, Mr. P. Kavanagh, Mr. J. 
Wotherspoon and Mr. W. Fitt. 

The Directorate has recently issued 
to Mr. Kavanagh and his associates a new 
set of instructions aimed to ensure that 
the company, building and Club are now 
brought properly under the authority of 
the party’s Directorate in accordance 
with the original objectives laid down by 
the party. So far these instructions have 
met with obstruction on several fronts 
and it is possible now that the party will 
be obliged to go to a court of law in order 
to enforce certain decisions. This, if it 
occurs, will be costly to the party finan- 
cially but the attitude of the faction 
concerned makes this course appear to be 
unavoidable. 

Wider issues are involved in this dis- 
pute than simply the question of control 
over the company, building and Club, and 
it is abundantly clear to experienced 
party observers that some (though not 
necessarily all) of those in the centre of 
the dispute wish to exploit it in pursuit of 
factionalism and power struggles within 
the party. 

Spearhead will give its wholehearted 
backing to the majority on the National 
Directorate which is determined to assert 
the party’s authority, and it calls upon all 
loyal members and supporters of the 
National Front to support the Directorate 
majority in this endeavour. If this involves 
money to support litigation to that end, 
we will advise our readers in due course. 

We urge all members of the National 
Front who are willing to assist with the 
work of an Excalibur House Defence 
Committee to contact PO Box 105, 
London EC2 as quickly as possible. 

(Those who wish to obtain more 
detailed information on these develop- 
ments should contact Branch Organisers, 
to whom a comprehensive report has 
been sent.) 


RICHARD VERRALL 


STRATEGY AT BILDERBERG ‘79 


IT WAS Ivor Benson who once wrote that 
the nearer the conspiracy for a monopoly of 
world power approaches its final goal, the 
more the conspirators will reveal their hand. 
This is certainly the case with the Bilderberg 
Group, the ultra-secret organisation of inter- 
national financiers, politicians, Eurocrats 
and ‘think-tankers’ who gather every year in 
a different part of the world to plan the next 
step towards One World government. 

In the days when the Bilderberg Group 
first came under the scrutiny. of such pioneer 
observers of international power politics as 
A. K. Chesterton, the organisation was 
shrouded in such secrecy that an inter- 
pretation of its real purpose could only be 
made through a study of the guest list, and 
through reading between the lines of the 
brief communique issued after the con- 
ference. Bilderbergers claimed that they 
were simply world leaders meeting privately 
to talk over world developments. They 
claimed that the oath of secrecy about their 
discussions and the fantastic James Bond- 
type security precautions were merely to 
ensure that they could “talk frankly”. 

Early observers, however, noted the 
preponderant role of international bankers 
in these secret discussions. They also noted 
that euphemistic comments in the final 
communiques about “global solutions to 
problems” eventually took the form of 
actual steps toward the erosion of national 
sovereignty and greater political and 
economic integration, suggesting that matters 
were not merely talked about but decided 
on. That decisions were taken was always 
something that Bilderbergers denied. 

Today, the early light shed on Bilderberg 
by writers like Chesterton, combined with 
the increasing tendency of the One World 
planners to show their hand, has resulted in 
investigations of the conspiracy from some 
surprising quarters. Last year, shortly before 
the Bilderberg meeting in Torquay, a 
maverick BBC television journalist contacted 
me for any information I had on the Bilder- 
bergers as he intended to do an exposé on 
them. I remember commenting that his TV 
feature had about as much chance of seeing 
the light of day as he had of getting inside 
the meeting itself! In the event, he made a 
point of asking everyone leaving the heavily 
guarded conference what had been discussed, 
so that he could record a string of replies 
that all took the same line — “I’m afraid ’'m 
not allowed to say. The conference is secret.” 

Another maverick journalist on one 
British newspaper supposedly had a year- 
long plan to ‘bug’ the next Bilderberg 
conference with sophisticated eavesdropping 
equipment, but had to abandon the scheme 
when he learned of the conference’s security 
precautions — at Torquay the entire hotel 
was sealed off by armed plainclothes police 


marksmen and Special Branch officers. 
The 1979 Bilderberg meeting took place 


at the Club Hotel in Baden, Austria between’ 


26th and 29th April. In attendance, among 
others, were David Rockefeller, George Ball 
of Lehman Bros. international bank, Marcus 
Wallenberg, Bernard Esambert, Lord Roll of 
bankers S. G. Warburg & Co., Robert Roosa, 
former US Treasury Secretary and now a 
partner in Brown Bros., Harriman & Co., 
Emile van Lennep, boss of the OECD, Dr. 
Luns, secretary-general of NATO, Baron 
Lambert, Theo Somner and Lord Douglas 
Home, as well as assorted prime ministers, 
foreign ministers, media moguls, industrialists 
and major bankers. 


DOCUMENTS LEAKED 


Once again the Bilderbergers have not 
been able to shake off increasing interest in 
their activities, and for the first time ever 
actual documents presented to the confer- 
ence were leaked. They were obtained by 
the magazine 8 Days: Middle East Inter- 
national, an anti-Zionist, pro-Arab glossy 
publication devoted chiefly to Middle East 
issues. Published in its issue of July 21st 
with a front cover headline ‘The Bilderberg 
Secrets’, one of these documents was 
published in full. 

Due to the magazine’s Middle East bias, 
8 Days preferred to obtain the full text ofa 
paper presented by Thierry de Montbrial, 
head of the French Institute of International 
Relations, called Instability in the Middle 
East and Africa. Interesting as this document 
undoubtedly is, it is perhaps unfortunate 
that 8 Days did not reveal the contents of 
other papers delivered at Baden, for example, 
“working documents” presented by Lord 
Eric Roll of S. G. Warburg & Co. and Robert 
Roosa of Brown Bros., Harriman & Co. 

8 Days seems to have an open mind on 
Bilderberg. They admit that the proceedings 
are shrouded in elaborate secrecy, that the 
press are never admitted and that its critics 
claim it is a conspiracy, though their Arab 
bias tends to make the magazine regard 
Bilderberg as a rich man’s club of Western 
nations merely looking after their own 
interests. They seem unaware of the ultimate 
goal of a world super-government. 

In the paper delivered to the Bilder- 
bergers by Thierry de Montbrial entitled 
Instability in the Middle East and Africa: its 
Consequences for the Western World, there 
are two main points of interest. The first 
concerns the so-called ‘energy crisis’; the 
second concerns Soviet influence in Africa 
and the sea routes of the Indian Ocean, the 
Cape and Suez. 

In an excellent article in last month’s 
issue, reprinted from On Target, James 
Crossbow explained how the One Worlders 


have rigged a supposed energy shortage, as 
well as rises in the price of oil, in accordance 
with an overall Bilderberg and Club of Rome 
plan to reduce Western living standards to 
Third World levels as a giant step to the One 
World merger. This policy is confirmed by 
the Montbrial paper, where he states that:— 

“The world-wide recession will continue 
and may well follow the scenario I described 
in my report to the Club of Rome on energy 
— energy regulation through inflation and 
unemployment.” 

In other words, despite the glut in world 
energy resources, and on the basis of the 
spurious need to ration energy consumption, 
the plan is to impose indirect energy rationing 
through economic hardship, i.e. through the 
creation of inflation and unemployment! 
And in order to explain how this ‘energy 
crisis’ is not going to be affected by the 
newly discovered Mexican oil reserves — 
several times greater than those of the 
Middle East — Montbrial’s line was the 
preposterous excuse that Mexico will limit 
its output “in order to damp down the risk 
of social unrest caused by a sudden influx of 
new wealth.” 


COMMUNISM ENCOURAGED | 


The second point of interest in the 
Montbrial paper is the clear encouragement 
by the Bilderberg strategists of Communist 
encroachment throughout the world. This is 
entirely in harmony with the view that 
Western One Worlders are working in loose 
alliance with the Soviet Bloc in pursuit of 
mutual global objectives. Here is how 
Montbrial gives carte blanche to the Soviet 
Union in Africa when addressing his 
Bilderberg colleagues: — 

“In broader terms, should one take 
seriously Lenin’s phrase that ‘The Master of 
Africa is the Master of Europe’? . . . What 
exactly is the relevance nowadays of 
arguments about the control of sea routes? 
In fact, Europe’s economic dependence on 
Africa today is not very great...” 

One must always remember that in 
these Bilderberg lectures, as opposed to 
‘inner circle’ discussions, the lecturers are 
addressing invited boobs from the world of 
publishing, industry, politics and_ trade 
unionism — people who are or will be 
important hacks of the international Estab- 
lishment — and therefore policies have to be 
expressed obliquely (as above) rather than 
forthrightly and openly. What Montbrial is 
really saying is that the global planners 
intend to surrender Africa and its vital sea 
routes to the Soviet Union, but he floats this 
policy with the incredible suggestion that it 
doesn’t really matter. 

The Editor of the authoritative Jane’s 

Contd. on page 14 
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FORTY YEARS AGO this month radio 
listeners throughout the British Isles were 
alerted to a special announcement due to be 
made by the Prime Minister of the day, 
Neville Chamberlain. Eventually those words 
that have now become famous the world 
over came over the air. An ultimatum, the 
Prime Minister said, had been delivered to 
the German Government which demanded 
that all German troops be withdrawn from 
Poland. The ultimatum had been due to 
expire at 11 a.m. on September 3rd, by 
which time, unless an undertaking of with- 
drawal had been received, a state of war 
would exist between us. “I have to tell you 
now,’ Chamberlain concluded, “that no 
such undertaking has been received, and that 
consequently this country is at war with 
Germany.” : 

There was something in the tone of 
voice that fitted the message. It was a 
simpering, emasculated voice, containing 
much of the flavour of a Sunday sermon 
pleading with the parishioners to support the 
resistance of the good against the wicked. 
TV had not yet arrived to add the visual 
dimension but if it had the vision would 
have exactly fitted the picture conjured up 
by the sound. A rather archaic and ascetic 
figure in an ill fitting black suit and with 
winged collar, a face pale and thin and with 
pious expression, a country parson or 
schoolteacher hopelessly out of place in the 
affairs of state affecting the destiny of a 
huge empire and occupied with the brutal 
issues of world power, Chamberlain 
epitomised a breed of politician very 
common in Britain in the 1920s and 1930s. 

German troops on Polish soil posed not 
the slightest strategic threat to Britain or her 
imperial interests. Nor did those Germans 
who shortly before had occupied the soil of 
Czechoslovakia or those who had marched 
to the acclaim of cheering crowds into the 
German brother state of Austria. It should 
have been obvious to anyone who had 
troubled to examine Hitler’s thoughts as he 
expressed them in his book Mein Kampf, 
and as exhibited by the consistency of his 
actions ever since that book left the presses, 
that his ambitions for German expansion lay 


in Eastern Europe, once the formality of | 


reuniting German ethnic borderlands with 
the Reich had been completed. The text of 
Mein Kampf was redolent with praise and 
admiration for Britain and her empire and 
expressions of desire for friendship and co- 
operation with her in bringing stability to 
the world. 


ONLY BOLSHEVISM THREATENED 


If any state was threatened by the drift 
in German foreign policy of that time and 
by the march of German troop formations it 
was Soviet Russia. This again was consistent 
with what the German leader had written 
and said since his entry into politics. He 
regarded Bolshevism as the number-one 
world peril and saw a powerful Germany as 
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ANNIVERSARY OF 
A CATASTROPHE 


Chamberlain returns from Munich in 1938 


being an essential bulwark against that peril. 
This, combined with the fact, plain to any 
geographer, that only in the vast spaces of 
Russia did there lie what Hitler was looking 
for in his quest for European lebensraum, 
should have made it abundantly clear to 
Anglo-Saxon global strategists that no con- 
ceivable British or American interest could 
be served by opposition to Hitler’s East 
European policy. 

On the contrary, sucha policy threatened 
to remove from the world scene a power 
which since its inception had dedicated itself 
to a massive campaign of subversion against 
both Britain and the United States, and 
whose doctrine-makers from Marx to Lenin 
had said again and again that the destruction 
of the British Empire was essential to their 
aims. 

There were of course those Germano- 
phobes who claimed, and would still claim, 
that Hitler’s professions of friendship for 
the British and disinterest in America were 
just bluff, and that, having gobbled up main- 
land Europe, he would then turn and march 
against the Anglo-Saxon powers in_ his 
insatiable lust for world domination. 

A little imagination can quickly establish 
the idiocy of such a theory. One’s mind 
pictures a Nazi European Empire stretching 
from the Rhineland to the Urals, with the 
enormous commitment that would entail in 


the maintenance of forces of occupation — 
competing with the huge demands of con- 
struction imposed on the German economy 
in the way of the new resources opened up 
for it to exploit. And then one sees Hitler 
marching his troops through the Khyber Pass 
into India and Burma, then down through 
the Malay Peninsula towards Australia and 
New Zealand.. One sees huge German 
invasion forces ploughing their way across 
the Atlantic heading for New York, Boston 
and Miami, and thence making their way 
across the plains of the Mid West and across 
the Rockies to the Californian coastline, 
frustrated in their greed to go further only 
by the immensity of the Pacific. One 
imagines the Wehrmacht policing the Arizona 
Desert and the New South Wales outback 
until all Americans and Australians had been 
persuaded to shout ‘Sieg Heil!” It is a picture 
that belongs to comic papers, the sort that 
portray shapely blondes in SS _ regalia 
carrying whips and which abound in 
expressions such as schweinhund. It is a 
world that lies entirely outside the compass 
of the adult mind, and we can dismiss it here 
as the cynical creation of horror-fiction 
writers catering for retarded intellects. In 
short, it has no place in reality. 

How did it come about then that on 
September 3rd 1939 a British Prime 
Minister was pronouncing in those familiar 
whining sentences that the situation in 
Eastern Europe required Britain to go to war 
— a Britain moreover that was in no mood 
and no fit state to go to war, a Britain that 
had been lurching through one economic 
crisis after another since hostilities had last 
ceased in 1918, a Britain whose empire was 
already cracking at the seams and needed for 
its repair every ounce of energy and invest- 
ment that was available for overseas enter- 
prises, a Britain whose Army and Air Force 
were tiny and for the most part poorly 
equipped, a Britain whose upper and middle 
classes and intelligentsia had been so 
thoroughly permeated by pacifism and 
aversion to all things patriotic that the 
prospect of mobilising them for the purpose 
of a great military effort was remote in the 
extreme — just how did it transpire that such 
a nation was now being called upon to enter 
a new World War for the defence of Poland? 


MIND OF THE RULING CLASS 


To find the answer to such a question 
one has to know something about the mind 
of the British ruling class as it had developed 
by the third decade of the 20th Century. It 
was a mind to which such concepts as global 
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The appalling genetic loss suffered through these suicide attacks impoverished British manhood 
in the following generation, particularly among the officer classes, where the loss was heaviest. 


strategy and national interests had a foreign 
flavour and to which the term ‘empire’ 
meant a system of public school ethics 
rather than something having to do with 
resources, markets and race-expansion. It 
was a mind rooted in another world, one 
that existed nearly a century before, when 
Britain faced no serious rival on the inter- 
national stage, when British industry and 
commerce enjoyed an unquestioned 
supremacy almost everywhere, and when 
Communism was no more than a dream in 
the heads of intellectual layabouts who sat 
and argued in the inns and coffee bars of 
Europe. In that world Britain’s governors 
and the families to which they belonged, 
cushioned as they were from the challenges 
of conflicting modern powers, could afford 
to escape to their splendid houses and 
dedicate themselves to high ideals and 
straight bats. From out of this hothouse 
atmosphere came a habit of thinking which 
saw Britain’s favoured position among the 
nations, not as something that had been 
fought for in the past and may have to be 
fought for again in the future, but as a 
bequest from God, the reward for devotion 
to superior morals and standards of decency. 
For as long as this devotion remained, we 
could regard our empire as something on 
which, in more ways than one, the sun 
would never set. 

In this atmosphere was bred a governing 
class which, even by the end of the 19th 
Century, had become utterly remote psycho- 
logically from the laws of the universe which 
governed the success or failure, the strength 
and weakness, of nations. It was this 
governing class that failed to provide a lead 
in all the departments essential to British 
survival in the modern world. Long before 
this class buried Queen Victoria it had 


allowed the nation which led the industrial 
revolution to become industrially backward 
in relation to Germany and the United 
States. Its neglect of our military institutions 
had been exposed by the incompetence 
shown in the South African War. 
Empire that it constantly made bombastic 
speeches about it had failed to organise, 
develop and knit together as a solid political 
and economic unit. 

By the 1930s the fairyland in which the 
British governing class lived had been accen- 
tuated by an additional cause — genetic 
decay. This decay had been evident in the 
19th Century as the previously strong stocks 
that had abounded in that class had been 
diluted by unwise marriages, leading on the 
one hand to excessive inbreeding and on the 
other to the assimilation of much foreign 
blood. Then there was World War I, a holo- 
caust that strangely has become the subject 
of much less tear-shedding than a more 
recent ‘holocaust’ — strangely because it 
involved the wholesale slaughter of over a 
million of the finest young men of the 
British race. This slaughter hit hardest of all 
the sons of Britain’s landed gentry and rising 
upper middle class, the young volunteer 
subalterns who were sent leading their men 
‘over the top’ in droves straight into 
murderous machine-gun fire by the same 
military nincompoops who had bungled the 
South African campaign a few years before. 
Of the good blood that still remained in the 
veins of Britain’s social elite a vast quantity 
was spattered over the battlefields of France 
and Belgium in 1914-18. 

Through these factors the ruling families 
that shaped British life in the 1920s and 
1930s were short on many things: short on 
patriotism, short on vitality and energy, 
short on character, short on intelligence and 
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short on principles and guidelines by which 
to govern the immense empire that better 
men had handed down to them. 

Not surprisingly, this class in the post- 
1918 period did not retain its former 
dominance. In Britain, as in every major 
combatant country in the Great War, the 
preoccupation of the best men with fighting 
and dying had provided the opportunity for 
all manner of scum to rise to the surface of 
society on the home front: war profiteers 
who had made their millions in the midst of 
human misery; cosmopolitan financiers and 
bankers who had played both sides like 
punters at the races, gaining mightily out of 
the ebb and flow of military fortunes; 
conscientious objectors of the Fenner 
Brockway-Herbert Morrison breed, who had 
sheltered their delicate little bodies and souls 
away from the firing line and then, when it 
was all over, sneaked out into the light again 
and, bold as brass, set themselves up as 
authorities fit to shape the post-war world; a 
new priesthood of liberalism, pacifism and 
internationalism spewed forth from the 
universities into the world of literature and 
journalism like a plague of witch doctors 
peddling old medicines under new labels as 
quack remedies for the world’s ills. 

By the late 1930s these elements 
between them had produced a Britain that 
was sick and diseased. In terms of vital 
national interests it scarcely knew _ its 


posterior from its elbow. And when those 
rare inklings of the national interest did flit 
across its consciousness, the will to translate 
that consciousness into action was simply 


“Only a few days ago Mr. Churchill reiterated 
his declaration that he wants war . . . Mr. 
Churchill ought perhaps, for once, to believe 
me when I prophesy that a great Empire will 
be destroyed — an Empire which it was never 
my intention to destroy or even to harm.” 
(Hitler, July 19, 1940) 
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absent. Its intellectual life had become the 
preserve of parlour-bolsheviks, perverts and 
decadents. Its communications media was 
a factory of lies. Its political hierarchy con- 
sisted of a mixture of a few clever and ruth- 
less crooks and a great many inept and 
vaccuous dummies who partook in the daily 
ritual of the affairs of state but without the 
glimmering of any transcendent awareness of 
the direction to which the ship of state was 
heading, a henhouse of mediocrities who 
read government papers but who had read 
little, and understood less, of history. 

Meanwhile the nation at its grass roots, 
deprived of any enlightened direction from 
above, found the greatest difficulty in being 
serious about anything. While world events 
worked: increasingly to Britain’s disadvan- 
tage every year, it giggled and jigged to the 
sound of jazz bands and reserved its rare 
moments of passion and commitment to the 
F.A. Cup Final and the Boat Race. 


MINDING ONE’S OWN BUSINESS 


Such a nation was bound in the nature 
of things to misread the events then taking 
place on the European Continent. Revo- 
lutions had occurred, first in Italy, then in 
Germany, then finally in Spain, by which 
strong men had come forward and wrested 
order from out of chaos and begun to recon- 
struct their countries on the basis of a 
vigorous nationalism. Such men had un- 
doubtedly at times used rough methods, 
though in no case as rough, let alone as 
barbarous, as those used by the merchants 
of anarchy whom they had defeated on their 
paths to power. These men, unlike their 
counterparts in the Soviet camp, were not 
seeking to export their revolutions to Britain. 
They very correctly took the view that 
what happened in Britain was Britain’s 
business, and asked only in return that we 
should recognise that what happened in their 
countries was their business. 

This, however, was more than Britain’s 
‘intelligentsia’ and political establishment 
could bear to do. No sooner had these 
Continental revolutions occurred than shrill 
words of moral indignation rent the British 
air from one end of the country to the 
other. The gnomes of Bloomsbury, Press and 
Parliament who had been disinclined to 
coalesce together in any great constructive 
cause aimed at overcoming the chronic ills, 
of Britain at last found a cause — the 
essentially destructive one of ‘destroying 
Fascism’. The nation that had been unable 
to find a purpose in achieving full employ- 
ment, in reviving the British economy, in 
clearing British slums, in developing the 
British Empire, in promoting the moral and 
physical well-being of British youth, now 
had a purpose — and, typically, a negative 
one: these ‘dictators’ and their works in 
Europe, particularly in Germany, had to be 
pulled down. What we in our national inertia 
had failed to do in Britain, we were going to 
make damn sure others would not do 
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abroad. In this orgy of national madness, its 
promotors even had the gall to bring back 
old words that they despised and stand those 
words on their head. Thus ‘patriotism’ they 
designated as respectable again — so long as 
it was useful in mobilising the myopic wrath 
of the British populace against Germany and 
her friends. Every anti-Fascist and anti-Nazi 
cause became ‘patriotic’ — while Fascists in 
Britain who argued that we should be 
developing the Empire, building up our 
national defences and fighting the subversion 
of Communists and their fellow travellers in 
this country were labelled as ‘unpatriotic’! 
Presiding over this crazy and malignant 
body politic, Chamberlain himself was 
actually one of the least guilty parties in the 
slide towards catastrophe. His trouble was 
that he was just a rather wet old gentleman 
caught up in a conflict of forces that he only 
half understood and which he had neither 
the grip nor the strong personality to 
control. In a properly ordered pyramid of 
power he might have found his natural level 
as a provincial town clerk or alderman. Like 
most of his class and kind, he blinked incom- 
prehensively and then disapprovingly at the 
Nazi phenomenon in Germany and was 
ready to join in the general tongue-clicking 
at Hitler’s aggressive foreign policy. On the 
other hand, that part of him that was 
rational and which contained some sense of 
duty towards his own country recognised 
that there were bigger ogres in the world 
than the German Fuhrer (Stalin, for instance) 
and that another war would represent a 
greater disaster to Britain and mankind than 
the German annexation of such areas as the 
Sudetenland. In a rare moment of honest 
revelation he had remarked to the then 
American Ambassador, Joseph Kennedy, 
that the British people did not want another 
war but that World Jewry was using its 
formidable influence to drive them towards it. 
There was much evidence to support 
both these claims. While probably a majority 
of the people disliked Hitler’s regime, 
enough common sense remained in them — 
as distinct from their political leaders and 
media masters — for them to realise that war 
with Germany was pointless unless Germany 
actually attacked us. At the same time 


Jewish organisations and institutions were 
right in the forefront of those lobbies 
screaming for war. As early as 1933 Mr. 
Samuel Untermeyer, President of the World 
Jewish Economic Federation, referred in an 
address made over American radio to: “the 
holy war in the cause of humanity on which 
we are embarked.” 

In January 1934 Mr. Jabotinsky, 
founder of Revisionist Zionism, wrote in 
Natcha Retch: “We shall let loose a spiritual 
and material war of the whole world against 
Germany.” 

In the June issue of Les Aniles in 1934 
the Jew Emil Ludwig said: “Hitler will have 
no war but he will be forced to it, not this 
year but later on.” 


“BY ACCIDENT OR DESIGN .. .”’ 


On June 3rd 1938 an article appeared 
in the American Hebrew which yelled: “It 
has become patent that a combination of 
Britain, France and Russia will sooner or 
later bar the triumphant march of Hitler . . . 
Either by accident or design a Jew has come 
to a position of foremost importance in each 
of these nations. In the hands of non-Aryans 
lies the fate and the very lives of millions .. . 
In France the Jew of prominence is Leon 
Blum .. . Leon Blum may yet be the Moses 
who will lead . . . Maxim Litvinov, Soviet 
super-salesman, is the Jew who sits at the 
right hand of Stalin . . . The English Jew of 
prominence is Leslie Hore-Belisha, Tommy 
Atkins’ new boss . . . So it may come to pass 
that these three sons of Israel will form the 
combine that will send the frenzied Nazi 
dictator to hell. And when the smoke of 
battle clears . . . and the man who played the 
swastikaed Christus . . . is lowered into a 
hole in the ground . . . as the trio of non- 
Aryans intone a ramified requiem... a 
medley of the Marseillaise, God Save the 
King and the Internationale, blending with a 
proud and aggressive rendering of Eili Eili.” 

Those who were old enough to be 
following world events in 1938 will recall 
that when Chamberlain returned from 
Munich having made an agreement with 
Hitler that Britain would not go to war over 
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Communism reaches 
the heartland of Europe. 


The red flag raised in 
Berlin, 1945 


e TV FARE 


A random glance at a single day’s 
television fare these days is enough to con- 
vince anyone of the orchestrated campaign 
of TV brainwashing. We took Monday, 9th 
July as an example. Panorama at 8.10 told 
us that the Tories’ policy of selling council 
houses was a very bad thing — because these 
sales reduced the number of council homes 
that could be given to Immigrants! Naturally, 
there was ‘‘racial persecution” of Asians in 
East London. (An outbreak of typhoid in a 
Spitalfields tower block housing 150 Bengali 
families was mentioned in passing.) 

The Catch at 9.40 on BBC2 told heart- 
breaking stories about how the British 
persecuted foreigners who were caught 
illegally fishing within Britain’s 200 mile 
limit. We were ‘“‘taking the bread out of the 
mouths of the wives and children” of Spanish 
poachers. Our fishing regulations were 
“arbitrary”. The Spanish captain was 
“entitled to feel angry”. Foreigners “had to” 
fish illegally to keep up their mortgage pay- 
ments, and anyway, when Spain joins the 
EEC they’ll be able to take as much of our 
fish as they like. 

Later, Outcasts of the China Seas (BBC1, 
10.45) explained that Vietnamese immig- 
ration was “a great gain for Australia’, 
despite an outbreak of bubonic plague. 

Or how about Sunday, 22nd July? On 
ITV at 3.30 we had Conspiracy of Hearts, 
a “drama about nuns led by Mother Superior 
Lilli Palmer saving Jewish orphans from the 
Nazis in wartime Italy.” BBC2 at 8.45 offered 
a documentary The Last Tasmanian, all 
about how the evil British colonialists exter- 
minated the aborigines of Tasmania with 
“disgusting thoroughness”. We had com- 
mitted “‘the swiftest and most complete case 
of genocide on record.” 

The following day, British atrocities 
were replaced by Nazi atrocities again. 
Traitors to Hitler (BBC1, 10.25) told us that 
the bomb plotters of 1944 were actually 
tried and executed! This documentary, 
produced by Rex Bloomstein, purveyed 
hoary old lies such as that Hitler ordered the 
filming of the trial before theatrical Judge 
Freisler and the execution of the plotters 
“for his own amusement.” (Actually, Hitler 
was disgusted by the newsreel film of the 
trial, and sent a sharp rebuke to Freisler for 
his insulting and melodramatic behaviour. 
Hitler refused to see film of the execution. 
See David Irving, Hitler’s War, p. 694.) 

Of course, if you got fed up with this 
incessant TV propaganda about nationalism, 


racialism, Nazism and anti-Semitism, you 
could always turn on BBC radio instead — 
where on the same day you would have 
heard Marxist David Edgar’s propaganda 
play Destiny about the sinister rise of the 
National Front! 


e CULTURAL ENRICHMENT 


Multi-racialism is playing havoc with 
British customs and social institutions. 
Marrying only one woman is standard prac- 
tice among Whites, but not of course among 
many Asian Immigrants, who insist that 
their polygamous marriages (illegal in this 
country) should be accepted. Parliament has 
now been told by Mr. Timothy Raisin of the 
Home Office that Immigrants can, after all, 
bring in more than one wife to Britain. The 
basis for this is that Britain should accept 
polygamous wives if the marriage were valid 
in the Immigrant’s country of origin! Poly- 
gamy is permitted under Islamic law, which 
applies in Pakistan “and other countries 
which are the source of Immigrants.” 

Thus Britain has taken the very signifi- 
cant step of recognising Islamic law in this 
country. This could have profound impli- 
cations. Public flogging for rape and the 
cutting off of hands for theft are also part of 
Islamic law, which future Islamic MPs will 
no doubt insist be applied by British courts. 
This could pose serious problems for the 
likes of Timothy Raisin, who will somehow 
have to reconcile their judicial liberalism 
with their anxiety to adopt the customs of 
their beloved aliens. 


e WELCOMING BOAT PEOPLE 


The liberal sentiments first expressed by 
the villagers of Sopley in Bournemouth at 
the news that they were to host Vietnamese 
‘Boat People’ quickly evaporated! A packed 
public meeting at the village hall in July, 
reports the Southern Evening Echo, erupted 
in anger over the activities of the Chinese 
immigrants. Residents complained of being 
disturbed late at night by “noisy refugees 
returning to the camp after an evening’s 
drinking.” Others complained that a local 
play area was being used as a toilet, and 
demanded that “trouble must be stamped 
out immediately.” Villagers insisted that 
they be told how long RAF Sopley would be 
used as a camp for ‘Boat People’, how much 
it was costing in rates and taxes, and how 
much strain it was putting on local medical 
and education services. Camp commandant 
Brigadier Michael Harbottle said he could 
not answer any of these questions as every- 
thing was in the hands of the Home Office. 
He feebly claimed that the Immigrants were 
learning English customs and laws and any 
misbehaviour was a “‘temporary problem.” 

Meanwhile in Texas, ‘Boat People’ have 
fled the fishing village of Seadrift after 
villagers administered rough justice to the 
Immigrants for poaching their crabs. Two 
‘Boat People’ have been charged with the 


murder of a local fisherman, and Vietnamese 
boats have been burnt in revenge. 


e WHAT ABOUT THE WHITES? 


Robert Montefiore secondary school in 
Spitalfields, East London, is — according to 
one of its teachers — “‘the only school where 
English is taught as a second language as part 
of the curriculum.” Half of its pupils are 
Bengali Immigrants. 

According to a story in the Evening 
Standard, the school is to be closed as part 
of expenditure cuts and this is going to upset 
the Immigrants greatly. Said one teacher: 
“Now Bengali parents will have to send their 
children to other schools in the area, where 
they will not benefit from such specialised 
education.” A local councillor commented: 
“IT am also worried about an increase in 
racial tension in the area as a result of the 
closure.” 

How remarkable that this story should 
merit prominent treatment in the Evening 
Standard, and that the newspaper as well as 
teachers and councillors should feel so out- 
raged about the tension among Immigrants 
resulting from the closure..Apparently the 
outrage and ‘racial tension’ felt among 
Whites as a result of their children being 
taught in a school where English is a second 
language were never considered worthy of 
concern or publicity. 


Increase in price 


Will all readers please note that as 
from this issue the price of a single copy 
of Spearhead will be 30p. 

This price increase has _ been 
necessitated by rising costs involved in 
producing and running the magazine and 
is the first such increase since April 1977. 
An increase to 25p would have sufficed 
to keep the magazine in production for a 
very short period but a further increase to 
30p would nevertheless have been neces- 
sary very soon afterwards, possibly before 
the end of this year. In view of this it has 
been decided to increase the pfice to 30p 
direct so as to avoid the administrative 
inconvenience of two separate increases 
coming within ashort time of one another. 
It should not now be necessary to have 
any further increases for some time. 

The new price of 30p brings Spear- 
head more closely into line with other 
journals of its type. 

We also have to take into account a 
recent increase in postal rates and accor- 
dingly new subscription rates are adver- 
tised on page 15. Will all readers whose 
subscriptions are due for renewal please 
ensure that they send in the sum of 
money appropriate to their category of 
subscription. 


Page nine 


MARTIN WEBSTER 


Troubleshooting special 
What “Populists’ can learn from 


the fate of Christopher Mayhew 


‘POPULISM’ is a recurring phenomenon 
within the ranks of the National Front for 
the reason that the party is still relatively 
new, is still in the process of sinking its roots 
and establishing its political, tactical and 
organisational tradition, and, as a result, 
experiences a high membership turnover. 

It is an arduous experience being an 
active NF member. Those who take on even 
the most lowly local office in the party — to 
say nothing of those who opt to become NF 
local or Parliamentary election candidates — 
soon experience the hatred and bitterness of 
the NF’s party-political enemies and the 
hate-inciting bias of the mass media. 
Candidates, in particular have to learn to live 
with frustration and disappointment in the 
current phase of our party’s existence. 

For the time being the NF is not the 
party for conceited people seeking the fame 
and popularity that they feel is their pre- 
ordained lot in life. It is not the party for 
vain little men who seek to derive from 
political involvement what some others 
achieve by resort to built-up shoes. It is a 
party dedicated to saving Britain and the 
British people from all forms of Inter- 
nationalism — Communist, Capitalist, 
Zionist — and establishing a nation-state in 
which a genuinely democratic governmental 
system operates in support uf the funda- 
mental principle of putting Britain and the 
British people first. 

A party with such objectives will earn 
itself countless enemies, as we know. A 
party with such objectives can only have a 
hope of being, one day, able to implement 
them if all its members — especially those 
with authority within the party — are 
prepared to dedicate their whole lives to the 
Cause without the certainty that the victory 
for which they struggle will occur in their 
lifetime. 

A proportion of every intake of new 
inductees to our party drop out after a year 
or so not because they cease to agree with 
NF policies, but because they are not 
prepared to live with the strain, danger and 
sacrifices that they realise are the inescapable 
lot of those who sustain active party 
membership, officership and candidateship. 

There is another portion of every intake 
who learn to live with and accept the 
pressures and penalties of being an NF 
Activist and who settle down with courage 
to endure whatever may be necessary for the 
rest of their lives because they realise that 
only total commitment to the Cause can give 
their lives any dignity or meaning. 

Finally, there is a proportion of every 
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intake who enjoy being in a political party — 
especially a new one where there is still lots 
of opportunity for advancement within 
internal power structures — but who put 
personal achievement, personal success, at a 
far higher value than success for the Cause at 
some future unspecified date. 

These are the people who, figuratively- 
speaking, regard our party like some men 
regard built-up shoes — not so much as 
things to take them on long journeys, but as 
devices to make them appear very much 
taller than they actually are. The political 
description of this type of NF member is a 
‘Populist’. 


THE MEANING OF ‘POPULISM’ 


The creed of ‘Populism’ has been 
described and analysed in issues of Spearhead 
often before . . . but due to the high turn- 
over rate of the NF’s membership the 
‘Populist’ phenomenon, like so many other 
aspects of ideological education, has to be 
gone over again and again. 

‘Populism’ preaches that if the party is 
to make progress it must “change its image”. 
This process must be carried out in three 
ways: firstly by changing the leadership of 
the party; secondly by altering its policies; 
and thirdly by altering its tactics. 

Leadership changes are necessary, so 
‘Populism’ has it, because certain figures 
associated with the build up of the party 
once held “extremist” political associations 
and that this makes those concerned a 
particular target of enemy propaganda 
hostility. With such leaders off the scene, it 
is claimed, the NF’s enemies would hate us 
less — or at least not subject the party and 
its replacement leadership to such heavy 
propaganda barrages as hitherto. Thus the 
party would become more “respectable”. 

‘Populism’ also goes on to claim — 
though not always, for tactical reasons, in 
the same breath as the demands for leader- 
ship changes are enunciated — that some NF 
policies are “too extreme”. The policy of 
compulsory repatriation of Immigrants is 
most often under fire. 

“Change your policy from compulsory 
to voluntary repatration, then you won’t 
appear to be so extreme. This will make you 
more respectable and more people will vote 
NF” is the kind of line asserted by people 
such as wealthy Sussex antiques dealer 
Mr. James Doyle, one of the most ardent of 
the behind-the-scenes backers of Mr. Andrew 
Fountaine’s current attempt to wrest the 
leadership of the National Front from its 


present Chairman, Mr. John Tyndall. (A 
book could be written concerning Mr. 
Doyle’s methods for achieving success and 
respectability in both the political and 
commercial fields, but I only have time to 
affirm here that he is a noteworthy authority 
on the subject.) 

A further ‘Populist’ proposition is that 
in the quest for respectability the National 
Front must abandon its traditional marches. 
The person who has done most to plug the 
“Ban the Marches” ‘Populist’ line for the 
past year or more is Mr. Andrew Fountaine. 
He has repeatedly declared that the NF 
should not take to the streets until it is able 
to mobilise ‘at least 10,000 supporters so as 
to discourage enemy attacks which presently 
associate the NF with violence.” He believes 
that rank and file NF members should be 
banned from participating in the annual NF 
Remembrance Day Parade, save ex- 
Servicemen. 

In the quest for “respectability”, Mr. 
Fountaine acting as NF Chairman while 
Mr. Tyndall was out of the country in 
America, tried to pressure me to change the 
theme of the last NF march from being a 
march against the admission of the ‘Boat 
People’ into Britain into being an anti- 
Common Market march. “The admission of 
the “Boat People’,” he said, “is a complex 
issue on which we might be misunderstood.” 

Misunderstood? Do I misunderstand NF 
policy on Coloured Immigration into Britain, 
or does Mr. Fountaine? At all events, Mr. 
Fountaine found himself unable to join that 
march. Mr. Paul Kavanagh — Mr. Fountaine’s 
principal backer on the National Directorate 
in his bid for the NF leadership — has 
boasted of his refusal to join the march, 
saying that the people who mobilised for it 
were not “respectable” enough for him. 


PERSONAL ADVANTAGE 


In some cases those who espouse the 
‘Populist’ creed of wanting to change our 
leadership, change our policies and change 
our activities in a bid to “change our image” 
in order to achieve respectability, popularity 
and success are sincere people who have just 
not thought through their propositions. But 
in many other cases ‘Populism’ is not so 
much a sincerely-held point of view, as a 
technique deployed by those who seek 
change in the party leadership for their own 
personal advantage. 

I have already mentioned Mr. Paul 
Kavanagh once in this article. He is mentioned 
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MALCOLM SKEGGS 


THE CONTROVERSY 
OF ZION 


THE YOUNG Nationalist seeking infor- 
mation about politics and history other than 
the standard textbook/mass media line has a 
much easier task now than when I first 
became involved in politics towards the end 
of the fifties. At that time there were 
precious few writers (other than the great 
A. K. Chesterton) applying literary skill and 
scholarship to tearing down the ‘historical 
blackout’ in the way that Gary Allen, 
Anthony Sutton and W. Cleon Skousen have 
done in recent years. 

One writer whose books were (just 
about) available at that time was Douglas 
Reed, and I remember devouring books like 
Disgrace abounding, Insanity Fair, A prophet 
at home and Far and wide which combined 
autobiography, travel and incisive comments 
on world politics, particularly the effects of 
Zionism on the fate of nations. Needless to 
say, Reed’s frankness on this particular topic 
spelled his end as a best seller, and the man 
who left school to become an office boy at 
13 and rose to become Chief Central 
European Correspondent of the Times found 
his books going rapidly out of print and 
almost unobtainable. The great irony of this 
was that the author who found his post-war 
writings on Zionism censored had had his 
pre-war despatches to the Times suppressed 


-because their virulently anti-Nazi tone clashed 


with the pro-German line then being pursued 
by the paper. What do the smear-mongers 
make of that, I wonder? And what do they 
make of the fact that Reed, who was one of 
the first writers to deny the ‘Holocaust’ of 
six million Jews, had before the war 
advocated an alliance with the Soviet Union 
to counter the Nazis? 

The answer is, of course, that Reed was 
a most unusual journalist who believed that 
his function was to tell the truth, the whole 
truth and nothing but the truth. And that 
brings me to the point of this review. There 
has recently been published a book that, 
although researched and written years before 
his death in 1976, represents the summit of 
his literary work. The controversy of Zion 
was written during the early fifties and has 
been awaiting publication since that time. 

The book deals with the relationship of 
the Jewish People with the various nations 
among whom they have lived and shows how 
much of the history of these nations has 
been affected by this relationship over the 
last 2,000 years. 

It is a matter of vital importance that 
the facts that Douglas Reed has set out be 
learnt and imparted as widely as possible. 
Nationalist Books has acquired a substantial 
stock of this 580-page work, possibly the 
most important we have ever handled, and it 
is available from us at £6.80 + 66p postage. 


GREAT BRITISH RACIALISTS 


No. 4 EDWARD GIBBON (1737-1794) 


The Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire 
by the 18th century historian Edward Gibbon 
is not only one of the greatest works of 
history in the English language but ranks 
also as one of the great works of our 
literature. Edward Gibbon’s grandfather was 
an 18th century merchant who had been a 
director of the South Sea Company. His 
grandson Edward studied at Magdalen 
College, Oxford between 1752-3 and after a 
period of study in Switzerland he visited 
Italy for the first time in 1764. In his own 
words: “It was at Rome, on the fifteenth of 
October 1764, as I sat musing amidst the 
ruins of the Capitol, while the barefoot friars 
were singing Vespers in the temple of Jupiter, 
that the idea of writing the decline and fall 
of the City first started to my mind.” 

Gibbon’s Decline and Fall not only 
describes racial degeneration as a major 
factor in the collapse of the Roman Empire 
but comments boldly on the characteristics 
of many races. Rome in late Imperial times 
had degenerated into a cosmopolitan centre 
filled with a mixture of foreign races and 
alien cults. Gibbon writes: 

“Rome, the capital of a great monarchy, 
was incessantly filled with subjects and 
strangers from every part of the world who 
all introduced and enjoyed the favourite 
superstitions of their native country. Every 
city in the empire was justified in main- 
taining the purity of its ancient ceremonies 
and the Roman Senate using the common 
privilege sometimes interposed to check this 
inundation of foreign rites.” 

The granting of citizenship to foreign 
slaves and other aliens began the racial ruin 
of Rome, and as Gibbon wrote, “prostituted 
the privileges of the Roman city to a mean 
and promiscuous multitude.” 

Gibbon attributes the decline of Roman 
culture to the attempt to impose their 
civilisation, standards and education on the 
alien and uncomprehending peoples of the 
imperial provinces: 

“But the provincials of Rome, trained 
by a uniform artificial foreign education 
were engaged in a very unequal competition 
with those bold ancients who by expressing 
their genuine feelings in their native tongue 
had already occupied every place of honour. 
A cloud of critics, of compilers of commen- 
taries darkened the face of learning and the 
decline of genius was soon followed by the 
corruption of taste.” 

Alien habits were imported which 
“introduced a slow and secret poison into 
the vitals of the Empire. Their minds were 
gradually reduced to the same level, the fire 
of genius was extinguished and even the 
military spirit evaporated.” Of the decline of 
the Roman Army Gibbon tells us: 

“The victorious legions who in distant 
wars acquired the vices of strangers and 
mercenaries first oppressed the freedom of 


the republic and afterwards violated the 
majesty of the purple.” 

Gibbon speaks frankly on the peoples of 
the Roman Empire and those races encoun- 
tered by the Romans. Of “the inaction of 
the Negroes” he writes: 

“Their rude ignorance has never invented 
any weapons of defence or destruction; they 
appear incapable of forming any extensive 
plans of government or conquest; and the 
obvious inferiority of their mental faculties 
has been discovered and abused by natives 
of the temperate zone.” 

Gibbon describes the Jews as “a race 
of fanatics” with an “irreconcilable hatred 
of mankind.” 

“A single people refused to join in the 
common intercourse of mankind. The Jews, 
who under the Assyrian and Persian 
monarchies had languished for many ages 
the most despised portion of their slaves, 
emerged and . . . soon excited the curiosity 
and wonder of other nations. The sullen 
obstinacy with which they maintained their 
peculiar rites and unsocial manners seemed 
to mark them out a distinct species of man, 
who boldly professed or who faintly disguised 
their implacable hatred for the rest of 
humankind...” 

Under the Empire, however, “the power 
of the Jews was not equal to their malice,” 
comments Gibbon with satisfaction. 

Gibbon writes at length of the fair- 
skinned “Germans” of Northern Europe 
“whose complexion, manners and language 
denoted a common origin and preserved a 
striking resemblance.”’ He observes that they 
were noted for their “conjugal faith and 
chastity” and that their women “were 
respected as free and equal companions of 
soldiers.” 

“The Germans treated their women 
with esteem and confidence, consulted them 
on every occasion of importance and fondly 
believed that in their breasts resided a 
sanctity and a wisdom more than human.” 

Gibbon compares this racial charac- 
teristic with the Oriental Tartars’ treatment 
of their women: 

“The Tartars are an ugly and even 
deformed race (who) consider their own 
women as instruments of domestic labour...” 
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SPEARHEAD replies to Whitelaw 


CLAPTRAP ON HANGING 


NO MORE pathetic sight beheld the eyes 
this year than the spectacle of the anti- 
Capital Punishment lobby trying to 
rationalise their attitudes, as they did at the 
time of the parliamentary debate on the 
subject promised by the Tories in their 
election manifesto. 

We always knew that this debate would 
be a fiasco, as sufficient Tories were com- 
mitted against Capital Punishment to ensure 
that it would not obtain a majority backing, 
and so it proved. 

Perhaps the most instructive insight into 
the mentality of those who stand in obstruc- 
tion to the will of the great majority of 
British people can be found in the House of 
Commons speech of Home _ Secretary 
Whitelaw. 

Mr. Whitelaw said that there would be 
difficulty in re-introducing categories of 
murder for which Capital Punishment would 
be available. It was argued that it should be 
limited to terrorist murder, but defining 
terrorist acts for this purpose would present 
enormous problems. 

He said he had grave doubt whether 
there was an adequate formula, and it would 
give rise to long arguments in the trial about 
the presence or absence of a political motive. 

It is very difficult to think, he went on, 
that the risk of Capital Punishment will 
deter the terrorist-when one reflects on the 
enormous risks he already runs, including 
death at his own hands or at the hands of 
the security forces. 

Re-introduction would also reinforce 
the existing trend to recruit into terrorist 
organisations ever younger members, as 
presumably the House would not wish to set 
a lower age limit than 18 for Capital Punish- 
ment. 

There was also the risk of reprisals, as 
it could not be assumed that terrorist 
organisations would stand idly by while one 
of their members was tried and convicted of 
a capital offence. 

All those concerned in the trial, judge, 
jury, police and prison officers would be at 
risk. The deterrence which these risks of 
hostage-taking would place on the authorities 
in deciding whether Capital Punishment 
should have effect could be very serious 
indeed. If Capital Punishment was re- 
introduced it must be applied universally 
throughout the United Kingdom, including 
Northern Ireland. This raised the question of 
whether it would be tolerable for the 
execution of the capital penalty to flow 
from conviction reached not by a jury but 
by the judge alone. Whether or not judges 
would accept it, Mr. Whitelaw said, he 
doubted whether public opinion would rest 
content with the knowledge that a man’s life 
depended on the judgement of one other 
human being. 
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There was also the question of whether 
the passing of a capital penalty could be 
justified on a majority verdict, introduced 
since the abolition of hanging. 

Mr. Whitelaw said that he was concerned 
about the practicalities of giving effect to 
Capital Punishment, and said that people 
should pause to consider what it would 
mean to prison staff involved in executions 
and what effect it would have on prison 
inmates. Our prisons have been without 
executions for 15 years, he said. They have 
become more crowded. Society. outside 
prisons has become less ready to accept 
calmly what it disapproves of and readier to 
take direct action. We should take account 
of a new factor, he said: the emotional 
impact of television and the effect on the 
public of sustained and perhaps violent 
protests brought into the home. 

Mr. Whitelaw said he had been speaking 
with hanging at the back of his mind. 
Hanging was a skilled operation. Building up 
these skills after this long interval would not 
be a negligible commitment. 

If Capital Punishment was re-introduced 
he believed that the Home Secretary would 
have to be willing to shoulder the respon- 
sibility for deciding whether executions 
should take place. No one can doubt, he 
said, the heaviness of the burden which must 
be carried in the knowledge that no system 
of trial and appeal can offer guarantees 
against wrongful conviction. 


RIDDLED WITH HOLES 


So riddled with holes is Whitelaw’s 
case here that it is difficult to know where 
to begin. We might do so, however, at the 
point at which he states that “it was argued 
that it (Capital Punishment) should be 
limited to terrorist murder,” and _ that 
defining terrorist acts for this purpose 
would present problems. This really is an 
evasion of the issue, for most people who 
advocate the return of the death penalty 
for murder do not feel that it should be 
based on any consideration of the motive 
involved but should rest essentially on the 
enormity of the crime itself. Defining what 
is a terrorist act would not therefore apply. 
It would apply if the proposal being put 
before the Commons was one that the 
National Front has advocated, i.e. the 
introduction of the death penalty for all 
acts of terrorism — by which the NF defines 
all acts which directly or indirectly lead to 
the carrying out of murder or attempted 
murder in pursuit of political motives. Were 
this much more radical NF proposal under 
consideration, it certainly could be argued 
that there would be a legal problem in 
defining both the motive and other aspects 
of the crime in question but this is a 


problem which the NF is prepared to face 
because it regards the Northern Ireland 
situation as tantamount to a state of war 
in which the survival of a part of our 
nation is at stake and it is ready to use all 
methods necessary to bring that war to a 
victorious conclusion. 

This, however, is not the issue which 
Whitelaw and his colleagues were being 
asked to vote on. All they were considering 
was the much more limited area of penalties 
for those actually convicted of direct acts of 
murder, whether political or non-political. 

Mr. Whitelaw then goes on to contradict 
himself when he states in one sentence that 
“it is difficult to think that the risk of 
Capital Punishment will deter the terrorist”’, 
then goes on to say that if the age limit for 
the administration of Capital Punishment 
was 18 it would enforce the trend to recruit 
younger members into terrorist organis- 
ations. Why — if people of 18 or over were 
not deterred? Once again Mr. Whitelaw is 
wide of the mark. Perhaps if a convicted 
IRA murderer knew that if caught he would 
have to face literally a life sentence in jail 
under conditions of the sort of extreme 
hardship that prevailed in prisons housing his 
sort in less soft ages of British history this 
might provide a deterrent at least in some 
way comparable to that of the rope. The 
fact is, however, that the only deterrent he 
faces at the moment is the prospect of 
confinement in a comparatively comfortable 
place and under a comparatively easy 
regime, with a very good chance — given the 
postures of British political leaders over the 
past decade — that there will be a surrender 
to Republicanism in Northern Ireland before 
very long, a part of which will consist of an 
amnesty for all IRA criminals. 

As for risk of death on the job, this is 
not a large factor in the thinking of the 


average terrorist operating in _ British 
territory. 
WHY ON EARTH NOT? 


Mr. Whitelaw wonders whether it would 
be tolerable for verdicts of hanging to be 
administered by judges alone, assuming that 
a state of intimidation made it impossible 
for the state to find jurors to do the job, or, 
if jurors could be found, whether hanging 


‘could be justified on a majority verdict. The 


immediate answer that comes to mind is: 
why on earth not? Does Mr. Whitelaw 
imagine the British people as a whole to be 
so paralysed by wetness such as afflicts their 
political bosses that such factors would 
weigh heavily on their consciences? Does he: 
imagine that there would be no judges 
willing to take responsibility for delivering 
a death sentence? Is he even certain that 
there would not be a queue of people only 


too willing to sit on juries and give the 
terrorists their just deserts? The truth is that 
problems such as these are the creation only 
of the minds of incurably ‘hung-up’ bleeding- 
heart liberals; they simply do not exist for a 
healthily constituted populace that is deter- 
mined to deal with the enemies of society. 

As for making a problem of the absence 
of a skilled hangman, that really is scraping 
the barrel for excuses for inaction. Is the 
British public going to wring its hands in 
anguish if in the first few hangings after 
Capital Punishment has been re-introduced 
some terrorist thugs or other criminal 
psychopaths suffer pain as a result of the 
rope not being tied quite right or the trap 
door not being opened with quite the right 
precision? Good God, what a_ nit-picking 
excuse for the obstruction of the passage of 
justice! 

Perhaps the most serious of the argu- 
ments that the anti-hanging lobby has in its 
repertoire is the one implied by Mr. 
Whitelaw when he spoke of the lack of 
guarantees against wrongful conviction. In 
other words, if you find you have hanged a 
man wrongly you cannot bring him back to 
life as you can release a man who has been 
wrongly imprisoned. 

But this question is not new to the legal 
profession or to the makers of laws the 
world over. It has always been with us and 
past generations of legislators — by no means 
all of whom have been barbarians — have 
been well able to cope with it. 


THE PRICE IS THE RISK 


Any society that is firm in its will to 
defend itself against its enemies, internal and 
external, recognises that there is a price to 
be paid for the maintenance of that will and 
that defence, and that price is the risk — a 
very small one in societies such as Britain 
which have a sophisticated legal apparatus — 
that occasionally a miscarriage of justice will 
occur and the life of an innocent person will 
be sacrificed. Such a risk is multiplied a 
thousandfold when a nation is fighting for 
its survival in war and has to reckon that its 
bombs, bullets and artillery may hit non- 
combatants who just happen to be in the 
war zone. This latter fact does not convince 
us that there is no situation which justifies 
us using bombs, bullets and artillery in war 
and it certainly did not cause our pro- 
fessional humanitarians and liberals to screw 
themselves up into agonies of conscience 
when German civilians, including little 
children, were being killed and maimed in 
their hundreds of thousands in an effort to 
bring World War II to the earliest possible 
conclusion. 

Just because we do not shirk the means 
to protect ourselves against those whom we 
see aS our enemies in war on the grounds 
that some innocents will lose their lives, 
neither can we shirk the means to protect 
ourselves against those who threaten society 
in peacetime because of the possibility, 


infinitely smaller, that someone may at some 
time be wrongly executed. 

This brings us to what is undoubtedly 
the most fantastic of all reasons that our 
Home Secretary puts forward for not 
restoring the death penalty: that of the 
reprisals that it may provoke from terrorist 
organisations and the protests that it may 
invite (perhaps violent, thinks Mr. Whitelaw) 
by other sections of society. 


A STATE OF MIND 


We ought to read and re-read the words 
that Whitelaw has spoken on this matter 
very carefully, for it will tell us a lot about 
the state of contemporary Britain. Here is a 
man who is supposed to be a British Home 
Secretary, responsible for the maintenance 
of law and order in this country. What he is 
actually saying is this:— 

“Even if you convinced me that from 
other points of view Capital Punishment is 
a just, right and advisable course for the 
country to adopt, I would still be against it 
because I am terrified out of my wits at the 
thought of how it would be greeted by its 
most committed opponents.” 

“Terrorist organisations would not 
stand idly by . .. society outside prisons has 
become less ready to accept calmly what it 
disapproves of and readier to take direct 
action ...” Stripped of all the parliamentary 
verbiage, this means nothing less than that 
our Home Secretary is advocating wholesale 


capitulation to the pressures of the mob. 
The mind boggles at the thought of where 
this line of thinking is liable to take us once 
we accept it as a criterion for action or 
inaction. The next thing will be that even 
stiff prison sentences for murderers will be 
thought dangerous if murderers decide to 
form an unofficial trade union and intimi- 
date those whose job it is to hand out the 
sentences. Rapists will get off lightly because 
of the pressure of the rapists’ lobby. Muggers 
will no doubt not be punished because to 
punish them will be to exhibit ‘racialism’ 
and to invite all the berserk fury of Britain’s 
‘anti-racialists’. 

“We should take account of .. . the 
emotional impact of television and the effect 
on the public of sustained and perhaps 
violent protests brought into the home.” In 
other words, the IRA’s rentamob friends 
may run riot in the streets of Britain if an 
IRA terrorist is executed. This will be 
reported on TV and have such a shock effect 
on the terrified British public that the nation 
will be at breaking point! . 

Such is the spirit in which the Home 
Secretary of a Conservative Government 
approaches the problems of lawlessness in 
the Britain of 1979. Perhaps we should be 
grateful to Mr. Whitelaw for his laying bare 
to us the pattern of his thoughts and 
emotions. At least we cannot now say that 
we are unaware of the calibre and inclinations 
of those into whose hands we have placed 
the nation’s destiny by the way the majority 
voted last May! 


THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 


] quite agree that societies perish because they are degenerate, and for no other 
reason. This is the evil condition which makes them wholly unable to withstand the 
shock of the disasters which close in upon them; and when they can no longer endure 
the blows of adverse fortune, and have no power to raise their heads when the scourge 
has passed, then we have the sublime spectacle of a nation in agony. If it perish, it is 
because it has no longer the same vigour as it had of old in battling with the dangers of 


life; in a word, because it is degenerate ... 


The word degenerate, when applied to a people, means (as it ought to mean) 
that the people has no longer the same intrinsic value as it had before, because it no 
longer has the same blood inits veins, continual adulterations having gradually affected 


the quality of that blood. In other words, though the nation bears the name given by 
its founders, the name no longer connotes the same race; in fact, the man of a decadent 
time, the degenerate man properly so called, is a different being, from the racial 


point of view, from the heroes of the great ages 


... The heterogeneous elements that 


henceforth prevail in him give him quite a different nationality — a very original one, 
no doubt, but such originality is not to be envied. He is only a very distant kinsman of 
those he still calls his ancestors. He, and his civilisation with him, will certainly die on 
the day when the primordial race-unit is so broken up and swamped by the influx of 
foreign elements, that its effective qualities have no longer a sufficient freedom of 
action. It will not, of course, absolutely disappear, but it will in practice be so beaten 
down and enfeebled, that its power will be felt less and less as time goes on. It is at this 
point that all the results of degeneration will appear, and the process may be considered 


complete. 


— Arthur de Gobineau 
The Inequality of Human Races 
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IAN ANDERSON 


COMMON MARKET SELL OUT 


Ever since Ted Heath dragged Britain 
into the Common Market, the Tories have 
been putting Europe first and Britain 
second. Now that they are back in power we 
can be sure that they will continue to pursue 
this policy with renewed vigour. Their scale 
of priorities has in the past led to decimalis- 
ation and metrication, it has led to the intro- 
duction of VAT and to the ‘harmonisation’ 
of our farm food prices. 

It now seems likely that this “Europe 
First — Britain Second” policy will 
increasingly dominate our foreign affairs. 
This should come as no great surprise; in 
their most recent major policy document 
The Right Approach the Tories stated that: 
“The European Community provides the 
framework not only for many of our 
domestic policies but also increasingly for 
the development of our foreign policies.” 

Within a matter of days of assuming 
power a government spokesman was 
repeating this abdication of responsibility, 
and assuring the other members of the EEC 
that the Tories would allow Britain’s interests 
to be put firmly after those of the Common 
Market. Sir Ian Gilmour, speaking to the 
House of Commons, stated that: “Britain 
has been seen for too long as a reluctant 
partner in the EEC and as slow to co-operate 
with our fellow member states. Those days 
are now over. The government are firmly 
committed to the community’s success. We 
welcome, for example, the prospect of its 
enlargement.” 

This last point is perhaps an indication 
of what the Tories mean by the ““community’s 
success”; not the improvement of the 
standard of living in Britain, but the 
admittance of states like Greece, Spain and 
Turkey. These countries will provide yet 
another source of cheap labour to undermine 
the standard of living of our workers which 
has been so painstakingly built up by our 
trade union movement throughout _ this 
century. 

It is not only this invasion of cheap 
labour which threatens our living standards; 
every year we make a massive net contri- 
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PARLIAMENT FRONT 
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bution to the Community budget and every 
year this contribution has grown larger. The 
government has had to admit that this 
contribution is going to become yet larger, 
recently Mr. Lawson revealed the following 
Statistics in a House of Commons reply: 

United Kingdom’s contribution to, and public 
receipts from the Community Budget since 

accession have been as follows: 


Gross Net 
Contribution Receipts Contribution 
1973 £181.1m £ 78.7m £102.4m 
1974 £180.5m £149.9m £ 30.6m 
1975 £341.7m £397.7m -—£ 56.0m 
1976 £462.8m £295.5m £167.3m 
1977 £736.8m £368.4m £368.4m 
1978 £1348.3m £544.5m £803.8m 
Forcast by the Government at 1978 survey 
prices 
1979 £1430.0m £650.0m £780.0m 
1980 £1655.0m £760.0m £895.0m 
£981. £4735,0m £940.0m £775.0m 
1982 £1710.0m £925.0m £785.0m 
1983 £1600.0m £720.0m £880.0m 
So that while we have contributed 


£1416.5 million since accession, the Govern- 
ment expects us to contribute £4115 million 


in the next five years, and this does not even: 


allow for inflation. Both Tories and Socialists 
have, in the past, claimed that this is a small 
price to pay for the opportunity to trade 
with our “partners”, yet the same Mr. 
Lawson stated on the 2nd May, again in a 
House of Commons reply, that in 1978 the 
United Kingdom had a visible trade deficit 
of £2247 million with the rest of the Com- 
munity. So apparently we have to pay 
France and Germany thousands of millions 
of pounds to allow them to export their 
goods to our country, which puts our own 
workers into the dole queues. 

In the White Paper produced by Ted 
Heath’s Tory Government it was stated that 
“No firm estimate of the long-term industrial 
benefits can sensibly be made, but the 
Government is confident from the experience 
of the Six, that the effects of entry will be 
positive and substantial.” After five years’ 
membership we can see that this was a lie; 
after five years of this unmitigated swindle 
the time has surely come for Britain to get 
out of the EEC and to take its place in the 
world as a free and sovereign nation. 


NEW ATTEMPT TO BAN N.F.? 


It would seem that the Westminster 
political establishment is once again looking 
for more ways to suppress the ideas and 
growth of the National Front. Believe it or 
not individual MPs have started to question 
whether the current Race Relations Act is 
really strong enough. 

For example, on the 25th May, John 
Grant, MP, asked the Secretary of State at 
the Home Department what steps he would 
take ‘‘to clarify the role of the Public Order 
Act and to strengthen and widen the scope 
of the Race Relations Act.” Willie Whitelaw 
replied: “I attach the utmost importance to 
the maintenance of public order and intend 
to consider whether any changes in the law 
would be useful and desirable.” 

This, and similar statements and 
comments, suggest that a number of MPs’ 
constituency Labour Parties and other 
organisations are pushing for these two Acts 
to be combined in a new Act which would 
give immense powers to the Race Relations 
Gestapo. These powers are likely to include 
the right to ban marches and meetings on 
the grounds that they cause racial unrest. 

This is, of course, merely the next step 
in the sustained campaign of Labour left 
wingers to ban the National Front, only this 
time the Tories are obviously going to join 
in. So much for their much vaunted belief 
in the freedom of the individual. 


STRATEGY AT BILDERBERG '79 
Contd. from page 5 


Fighting Ships has pointed out that on any 
one day of the year 2,800 merchant ships 
are in ports of Western countries loading or 
discharging cargoes, while a further 3,300 
merchantmen are at sea. The plain fact is 
that a huge threat to Western sea communi- 
cations is posed by the Soviet naval build-up, 
to the extent that the survival of the West 
presently depends on whether or not our 
sources of raw materials and sea lines of 
trade can be dominated or influenced by 
Soviet naval power, particularly in the 
Indian Ocean. If South Africa fell to Soviet- 
backed forces, the Soviet Union could 
mount an effective and total blockade. 

But perhaps the Bilderbergers know 
better? Perhaps Western global planners have 
no fear of this because the surrender of 
Africa to the Soviet sphere of influence 
already represents some quid pro quo in 
the new One World order? Perhaps that is 
what Montbrial meant when he said that in 
the “search for a new world economic order, 
towards which we have been groping since 
1974... we must try at the same time to 


give it an African regional component.” 


Is a Soviet Africa one of the ‘regional 
components’ of the Bilderbergers’ future 
World State? 


Our magazine, though it believes in racial 
differences, opposes race-hatred. All those who 
oppose multi-racialism should attack the 
politicians who promote it, not the immigrants, 
who are merely its victims. 


ANNIVERSARY OF A CATASTROPHE 


Contd. from page & 


Czechoslovakia he was as loudly condemned 
by every organ of World Jewry as he was 
applauded by the great majority of the 
British people. 

‘Munich’ has ever since entered the 
political vocabulary as a word synonymous 
with surrender. This is of course quite 
ridiculous. Had Chamberlain at Munich 
surrendered one tiny particle of British 
territory or British interests, such a synonym 
would be valid. All that the Prime Minister 
did at Munich, however, was acknowledge 
what should have been acknowledged long 
before — that a piece of disputed territory 
in East-Central Europe over which Germans 
had an undoubtedly strong historical claim 
was not worth the sacrifice of a single drop 
of blood from a single British soldier. 

Chamberlain should never have been 
submitted, and siould never have consented 
to submit himself, to the undignified panto- 
mime of hopping back and forth to 
Germany to plead with Hitler over Czecho- 
slovakia, as he did on numerous occasions. 
The leader of a great power does not 
commute in that way to visit the leader of 
another power without the latter recipro- 
cating by travelling to visit him in return. 
Chamberlain’s willingness to become such 
an international messenger-boy was an 
indication of two things: first, his undoubted 
good intentions in seeking to avoid war and, 
second, his incomprehension of the way the 
head of a great nation should behave — 
which included an incomprehension of the 
basic psychology of power politics. If the 
idea was to discourage Hitler from further 
adventures, such cap-in-hand diplomacy was 
the very worst way to go about it. 

We should not be too hard on Neville 
Chamberlain, however. It was simply a 
measure of the poverty and decay of the 
British political system that this rather 
harmless nonentity was elevated to the 
position he occupied, and it was a measure 
of the corruption of British foreign policy 
that he was ever required in the first place to 
strike indignant postures over the fate of 
Czechoslovakia and Poland. 


A PROPER FOREIGN POLICY 


A British foreign policy not subject to 
such corruption would have been based on 
the following facts:— 


(1) Hitler, whatever the rights or wrongs of 
his regime when considered from a moral 
standpoint, had no designs on British territory 
and represented no threat to British interests 
— save possibly that the dynamism of 
German industry that he had_ largely 
generated might provide an uncomfortable 
competitor in some of Britain’s world 
markets. 


(2) Even in the latter event, Hitler’s aim of 
an autarchic economic bloc in which 


The Yalta Conference. Roosevelt and Stalin conspired to destroy what Roosevelt called 


9, 66 


Britain’s 


archaic and mediaeval Empire ideas.” 


Germany would obtain most of her raw 
materials from internal sources would be less 
likely to threaten British world trade than a 
non-autarchic Germany heavily dependent, 
as is the present Germany, on buying and 
selling abroad. 


(3) Britain in 1939 was much weaker indus- 
trially than Germany and at a decided dis- 
advantage to Germany in terms of military 
and air power. There was just no way that 
the British, even in combination with France, 
could have prevented Germany marching 
into any part of Eastern Europe it liked. 
Poland and Czechoslovakia could not be 
saved except by a war on the Western Front, 
and even there the balance of forces indicated 
that Britain and France could not win 
except by the intervention on their side of 
another major power, which would have to 


be either the United States or Russia — or 
both. So it subsequently proved. 


(4) A victory over Hitler in which the 
United States and/or Russia would play a 
dominant role would be achieved at an 
immense price, namely the economic ex- 
haustion of Britain and thence of her ability 
to maintain her Empire — and the fact that 
the United States and/or Russia (both, under 
their contemporary rulers, hostile to the 
British Empire) would dominate the shaping 
of the post-war world. So, again, it subse- 
quently proved. 


(5) Therefore a German hegemony over the 
European Mainland, even if it gave some dis- 
comfort to Britain in her world position, was 
much less perilous than its only alternative if 


Contd. on page 20 
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SIR: Having spent a year at college, I feel 
compelled to bring to your attention a very 
simple and effective means of brainwashing 
presently being implemented in our colleges. 

During English lectures each week we 
were told to summarise certain passages and 
to bring out the main theme. Needless to 
say, the extracts were filled with left-wing 
multi-racial poison, but when I pointed out 
this fact to the lecturer and my fellow 
students I was impatiently assured that the 
actual contents of the passage were irrelevant 
to the exercise. Unhappy to let the matter 
rest I pressed it further. 

“Just to redress the balance,” | 
suggested, “could we not select a passage to 
summarise from a book in the library 
written by an author of right-wing views?” 

To this the lecturer revealingly retorted: 
“But there is no right-wing literature in the 
library!” 

RICHARD G. MUNN 


Kings Langley, Herts 


SIR: Having recently finished my first year 
as a history student at one of the larger 
London colleges, I] was interested to read 
Ivor Benson’s article on the relationship 
between the “conspiracy theory” and the 
essentially orthodox mentality which 
pervades the academic world, not just in 
Britain but throughout the Western nations. 

Marxist views about society and politics 
are not all that strong among lecturers and 
tutors, but what does have extraordinary 
strength is the hoary old myth that every 
historical event or trend can be ascribed to 
purely economic or social causes. The blind. 
faith in this patent nonsense is the most 
obvious thing that one realises about the 
Establishment form of history. This form 
is adept at sustaining itself, by passing on 
its dogmas to the mass of students prepared 
to let their minds atrophy in the university 
atmosphere. 

Our universities represent nothing less 
than theocratic religious seminaries in 
which the “high priests” are (willingly or 
unwillingly, consciously or unconsciously) 
indoctrinating their young charges (the 
novices”) with their body of dogmas. 

There is, however, as Ivor Benson 
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suggests, hope for a new method to gain 
ground. I think that the impetus for this 
must come from the students rather than the 
staff; indeed, it cannot come from the staff, 
since they owe their living to a structure 
totally opposed to unorthodoxies of the 
Nationalist sort. 

My personal experience suggests to me 
that, once the orthodox, primarily socio- 
economic, methods of looking at the past 
have been laid to rest, then people involved 
in the academic field will naturally begin to 
look at the present in a new way too. 

If the modified “‘conspiracy theory” can 
become a significant minority viewpoint 
among our academic elite, then this is an 
exciting and vital trend for the Nationalist 
movement as a whole. When students under- 
stand the existence of the power structure, 
then the main political beneficiary will be 
Nationalism. 

DONALD F. KING 
St. Albans, Herts 


SIR: Raymond Parkin advocates a firm 
stand by the NF on what he calls the ‘‘mad- 
ness of metrication’”’ and maintains that it 
would gain many thousands of votes by 
doing so. 

On the contrary I believe that this is an 
example of ‘Nationalism gone mad’ and 
would lose us many votes among all but the 
most stupid and ignorant. The NF has to 
suffer enough unjustified criticism without 
having to bear also the stigma of ‘backwoods- 
man’, which in this case would be fully 
merited. 

Does Mr. Parkin not realise that without 
metrication it is virtually impossible to use 
calculators and in any case makes mental 
calculations far more difficult? Perhaps the 


could win a £1 
published in the Hu// Daily Mail. 


LETTER OF THE MONTH 


Spearhead publishes the best letter to the press on National Front policy every 
month. Send your cutting to us not later than the 15th of the previous month. You 
Nationalist Books voucher. This month’s winner (below) was 


lay-public could get by without them but 
let him ask the engineers, architects, 
scientists, surveyors, technicians etc., etc. on 
whom this country (if not also Australia) 
depends to get us out of the industrial 


decline into which we have fallen so 
miserably. 
Logically, Mr. Parkin presumably 


objects also to decimal currency! We have 

enough obstacles to national revival without 
looking for more. 

J.M. TAYLOR 

Holland Park, W.11 


SIR: Your comments on the ‘Boat People’ 
and media propaganda were very much to 
the point. Perhaps we need a widespread 
counter-campaign of letter writing, 
particularly to MPs. Replies I have received 
from MPs, and the PM, suggest that they 
really are nervous of public reaction. 

Points I mentioned which may be of 
interest were: China has 186 people to the 
square mile; we have 600. It is plainly 
irrational to bring thousands of Chinese half- 
way across the world to cram them into our 
already grossly overcrowded country. And it 
is Our country, not the personal property of 
a few politicians. When, as can be clearly 
seen, these Chinese cannot integrate with the 
closely related Vietnamese, nor for that 
matter, with the Malays or the Indonesians, 
what makes anyone think that they can do 
so here? 

The sole purpose of Parliament is to 
protect and further our interests. That 
cannot possibly include scouring the world 
to find more burdens for our backs. 


G. E. DAWSON 
Rhyl, Clwyd 


THE long article by John 
Humber about the Jewish 
community, obliges me to 
make the following reply. 

The National Front has 
never attacked the Jews in 
Hull. The leaders of the Jew- 
ish community are trying to 
stampede their co-religionists 
into a state of panic, by claim- 
ing that we are “anti-Semi- 
tic.” 

This is not true. We are anti- 
Zionist, not anti-Semitic. An 
anti-Semite attacks the Jews 
solely because they are Jews, 
and not on account of any- 
thing they have done. We 
reject this form of anti-Semi- 
tism completely. 

However, we reserve the 
right to criticise any in- 
dividual or organisation 
claiming to speak for a section 
of the community (be it Jew- 


ish or otherwise) which owes 
allegiance to a foreign state, 
and upholds the interests of 
that state over and above 
those of the United Kingdom. 
Patriotic British Jews have 
nothing to fear from the NF 

(in fact, we have Jewish mem- 

bers). We respect the right of 

the Jewish people to preserve 
their own racial and national 
identity in their own country. 

All we ask in return, is that 

they respect the right. of the 

British people to do the same. 
We would like to know: 

1. Why are the Jews hostile to 
any form of nationalism save 
their own ? 

2.Why do the Jews support 
race mixing for non-Jews, 
whilst condemning it for 
their own people ? 

3. What do they really mean 

when they talk about the 


need to: “combat the activi- 
ties of the NF”? Is this. a 
physical threat ? 

4. What is the significance of 
playing the Israeli National 
Anthem before the British 
Anthem, as mentioned ? 
Does this mean that the Jews 
put Israel first, and Britain 
second? In the event of a 
conflict between British and 
Jewish interests, which 
would prevail ? 

5. Does the State of Israe} 

accord to its own non-Jewish 

subjects (the Palestinian 

Arabs, for instance) the same 

rights and liberties which 

the Jews themselves take for 
granted in the West? Are 
they any Gentiles in the 

Israeli Government ? 

JOHN HELM, 
chairman/election agent, 

National Front, Hull branch, 


TROUBLESHOOTING SPECIAL 
Contd. from page 10 


again on page 4 of this issue in which 
appears a statement concerning an attempt 
by a faction to separate from the authority 
of the party the various commercial enter- 
prises that were set up by and through the 
party and which are based at Excalibur 
House. 

But in the context of this article, it is 
necessary for me to mention him again, for 
his activities are a key factor in the internal 
tensions that the party is experiencing 
currently. 

In the context of deciding who are the 
“sincere” /naive ‘Populists’ and who are 
those who use ‘Populist’ propaganda simply 
to mobilise the “‘sincere’’/naive types into a 
faction, | should recount a car journey 
which I, along with YNF Organiser Joe 
Pearce, experienced with Mr. Kavanagh in 
1977. He had visited our Head Office (then 
in Teddington) and then cffered to drive us 
both back into London. 

During this journey I recounted the 
various ways in which the mass media was 
being used, especially as a result of pressure 
from the Board of Deputies of British Jews 
and other Zionist agencies, to bash the NF. 
I went on to advance my view that while 
there is not a single International Conspiracy 
to impose some sort of a World Order on the 
whole of Mankind, but several such con- 
spiracies, one of the more powerful among 
those conspiracies is that promoted by 
Zionism. 


OUR MOST DEADLY ENEMY 


Zionism — overtly international and 
multi-racial, but covertly racialistic and 
nationalistic — was our paramount and most 
deadly enemy. If we wanted to understand 
how and why all the forces of the Establish- 
ment — and indeed of the supposedly “anti- 
Establishment” Left — were being mobilised 
against our party and against its leadership in 
particular, we had to study the Zionist 
power structure. Without that knowledge 
and understanding our capacity to compre- 
hend and react to current events as they 
affected our party would be non-existent. 

All this was listened to most intently by 
Mr. Kavanagh, and when we stopped at a 
pub in Battersea for a few drinks Mr. 
Kavanagh advanced his own opinions. He 
took leave to doubt if a conspiratorial 
infrastructure existed within the ranks of 
Zionist Jewry, and if it did, I exaggerated its 
power and influence. Did not the NF have 
enough enemies with the Blacks and the 
Communists, without needing to add to 
their number? 

Such a line is sheerest ‘Populism’ — but, 
possibly beguiling to those who know 
nothing of the history of the association 
between World Jewry and the International 
Communist Movement and “Black Liber- 
ation” movements in all parts of the globe 


throughout the 19th and 20th centuries. 

At the time I regarded Mr. Kavanagh’s 
“we don’t need to have Zionist-Jewry as 
enemies” approach as a symptom of the fact 
that he had only relatively recently come 
into our movement and his knowledge of 
our case and the historical perspectives that 
contribute to it was far from complete. I 
thought his ‘Populism’ was the product of 
his seeming lack of knowledge of the history 
of ‘secret’ movements of our time as 
disclosed by people in the tradition of Nesta 
Webster (authoress of Secret Societies and 
Subversive Movements and World Revo- 
lution) who gave lectures to the British 
Secret Service on the subject of subversive 
conspiracies . a tradition which led 
directly to the National Front’s founding 
Chairman, A. K. Chesterton, M.C. (Editor of 
the brilliant Candour magazine and author 
of the best-selling New Unhappy Lords). 

But the details of his activities as revealed 
(only partially) on page 4 of this issue; the 
content of a speech made at Lambeth 
Branch, South London, on 24th August 
(which was reminiscent of the rubbish 
proclaimed by leader of the last ‘Populist’ 
faction, Mr. J. Kingsley Read and which 
caused general dismay and several members 
to walk out in disgust) renders me at a 
loss to explain Mr. Kavanagh’s behaviour 
and attitudes. 

Indeed, despite the fact that it is Mr. 
Fountaine who, as the contender for the NF 
Chairmanship, is the figure-head (more 
exactly, the battering ram) of the latest 
factional outburst, his key involvement on 
the financial/company front (as explained 
on page 4) as well as his championship of 
Mr. Fountaine, must inevitably render him 
a controversial and enigmatic figure. 


“RESPECTABILITY” 


But to return to the more superficial 
elements of ‘Populism’ — i.e. that a change 
from the present leadership might reduce 
enemy attacks and induce a new image of 
“respectability”. We do not need to ask what 
the enemy smear leafleteers and media 
hatchet-men would make of a new NF 
Chairman who was once a colleague of Colin 
Jordan in the old British National Party; 
who allowed BNP camps to take place on his 
estate which were attended by Nationalists 
from various European countries and which 
ended with the ritual burning of a Sunwheel 
emblem; and who in referring to the 
Eichmann Trial said: “The Jews have had a 
heyday in jerking sympathetic tears from 
another generation of gullible Gentiles.” 

_I mention these points not to indicate 
whether Mr. Fountaine would make a more 
or less competent Chairman of the NF than 
John. Tyndall, but to illustrate that if he 
were to be elected Chairman he would be no 
more free of enemy smear propaganda than 
John Tyndall. In my opinion, therefore, the 
sole criteria NF members should employ 
when choosing between contenders for the 


Chairmanship is: which man has the est and 
most consistent track record of se. ice to 
and achievement for the Cause? To take into 
account the comparative ‘smearability’ of 
candidates — bearing in mind the enemy’s 
ability and willingness to invent lies, is to 
play the enemy’s game. 

The moment any NF Chairman were to 
become “acceptable” and “respectable”’ in 
the eyes of the enemy media is the moment 
real Nationalists will quit the party. 

But would some personality other than 
Mr. Fountaine in the present ‘Populist’ 
faction be more “acceptable”? Somebody 
like Mr. Kavanagh perhaps, who does not 
appear to have any elements in his back- 
ground open to exploitation by enemy 
propagandists similar to those elements 
possessed by Mr. Fountaine? 

I have to say that Mr. Kavanagh would 
only be acceptable to the enemy smear- 
mongers and to the mass media hatchet- 
men if he were able to drop all of the NF’s 
traditional policies on race so that they 
became indistinguishable from Conservative 
Party policies; and if he were able to get the. 
party to adopt a positively pro-Zionist line. 
If he — or any other would-be NF Chairman 
— were unwilling to produce those goods, 
then he would be an outsider, a target to be 
smeared. 


THE FATE OF 
CHRISTOPHER MAYHEW 


Any who doubt this should look at the 
recent fate of former Labour Member of 
Parliament, now prominent Liberal Party 
member, Mr. Christopher Mayhew, in an 
Israeli Court. Mr. Mayhew wrote a book 
called Publish It Not which exposed the way 
in which the Zionist Movement is able to 
manipulate news about Israel. The Israeli 
Judge in a libel action ruled that passages in 
Publish It Not were “similar in theme, style 
and terminology to passages in Mein Kampf, 
the Protocols and Goebbels’ writings.” 

The Judge went on: 

“So long as vociferous invectives against 
the State of Israel can be openly identified 
with antisemitic and Nazi literature, there is 
no fear that many people will be tempted to 
believe such propaganda . . . such propaganda 
is rejected out of hand by all civilised 
people.” 

If a man like Christopher Mayhew 
cannot avoid the Zionist smears, what hope- 
in-Hell do would-be aspirants for the Chair- 
manship of the National Front like Messrs. 
Fountaine and Kavanagh have of being the 
smear-free hero of the ‘Populist’ mirage? No 
hope at all — unless one or the other of them 
(if elected Chairman) — was not only able to 
alter key NF policies but able to reverse 
them. 

Once again the loyal NF membership 
must bestir themselves to defend their party 
and its assets from the power-games of 
opportunists. The danger the NF now faces 
is more serious than the crisis of 1975. 
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Martin Webster faces Race Act 


trial on 29th 


MARTIN WEBSTER, Editor of National 
Front News and for ten years the NF’s 
National Activities Organiser, will face two 
Race Relations Act charges when he appears 
at Kingston Crown Court, S.W. London, on 
29th October. The charges allege that issues 
13 and 14 of National Front News were 
“threatening, insulting or abusive and likely 
to incite racial hatred.” 

The decision to prefer charges came at a 
time when the Labour Government was 
frantically trying to calculate when to call 
the long-awaited General Election as a result 
of heavy pressures from the Board of 
Deputies of British Jews, the Commission 
for Racial Equality (the Race Board) and 
Labour MPs in marginal constituencies. 

The Labour MPs felt that the NF 
needed what they hoped would be an inti- 
midatory “shot across the bows’’ prior to 
the election in the hope that the NF could 
be induced to play down Race and 
Immigration themes in its election literature. 

The Board of Deputies and Race Board 
were — and still are — frantically trying to 
use the constantly revised and ‘beefed up’ 
Race Relations Act to create a situation in 
Britain whereby it is not only illegal to 
“incite racial hatred” but illegal to speak of 
Blacks, Browns, Yellows and Jews — 


PARTY TRUSTEES 


At its meeting of 29th July, 1979 the 
National Directorate of the National Front 
voted to change the Trustees who hold shares 
in NF Properties Ltd. on behalf of the party 
and membership. Two of the former Trustees 
no longer hold the offices designated as 
those of trusteeship. The former Trustees 
were Sqdn.Ldr. J. Harrison-Broadley 
(formerly NF President), Mr. M. Stubbs 
(formerly NF Treasurer), and Cmdr. Andrew 
Fountaine, NF Deputy Chairman. The 
National Directorate voted to appoint four 
members of the Executive Council of the 
Directorate as Trustees on behalf of the 
party. The new Trustees are Mr. John 
Tyndall, Mr. Andrew Brons, Mr. Martin 
Webster and Mr. Richard Verrall. 


Mr. Paul Kavanagh 


At its meeting on 24th August, 1979 the 
National Directorate passed a motion of ‘No 
Confidence’ in Directorate member Mr. Paul 
Kavanagh, on the grounds that he has wilfully 
obstructed and defied the wishes of the 
National Directorate. The Directorate further 
resolved that all Regional and local Organisers 
should be informed in writing of this vote of 
‘No Confidence’ in Mr. Kavanagh. 


Page eighteen 


October 


especially Jews — in anything other than 
terms of sympathy, affection and respectful 
gratitude and to speak of multi-racialism in 
anything other than terms of approbation. 

It was inevitable that Martin Webster 
should become a target of the Zionists’ and 
Race Quislings’ malevolence as he became 
one of the NF’s most prominent champions 
as a result of his “Defend British Free 
Speech from Red Terrorism” solo march in 
Hyde, Greater Manchester, in October 1977, 
and his TV debate with Ludovic Kennedy in 
December of the same year. So far as the 
Establishment is concerned the current Race 
Act trial is a “Get Webster!” operation in 
which the content of NF News is not the 
fundamental reason for the prosecution, just 
the pretext. 

It is believed that the principal com- 
plainants in each of the two charges are 
Zionist Jews — and one of them is a Race 
Board employee whose anti-NF rantings at a 
Jewish community gathering have been a 
feature of a Jewish Chronicle report! 

The Judge who is to hear the case 
refused to grant Mr. Webster a Legal Aid 
Certificate to enable him to secure the 
services Of a Queen’s Counsel. When appli- 
cation for this was made to him in Chambers 
it was pointed out that Mr. Webster sought 
to make a strong defence, and would 
establish that every event he had reported in 
NF News had been previously reported in 
other, mostly local, newspapers. 

The Judge refused the application and 
indicated that in his Court the truth of what 
Mr. Webster had published or the fact that 
what he had published had been published 
elsewhere would not constitute a defence! 

Mr. Webster’s legal advisors referred 
their application to a senior Judge at the Old 
Bailey and were successful in obtaining for 


Mr. Webster a Legal Aid Certificate which 
would enable him to be represented by a 
QC. However an application to get Mr. 
Webster’s case transferred away from 
Kingston Crown Court was refused. 

Mr. Webster will be pleading “Not 
Guilty!” to both charges. With the help of 
his Counsel he intends to put up a very 
vigorous defence against the charges. 

“I aim to win this case. I’m going to 
give those swine a real fight!” he said. 


THANKS FROM N.F. CHAIRMAN 


Mr. John Tyndall and his wife, Valerie, 
wish to thank all those people both 
throughout Britain and around the world 
who have sent in messages of congratul- 
ations, and in some cases gifts, upon the 
news of the birth of their baby daughter. 
While those who have sent gifts have 
been thanked individually, the number of 
messages of congratulation have been so 
many that Mr. and Mrs. Tyndall hope 
that those concerned will accept this 
notice of thanks as being sufficient. 


Read 
ANGLIAN NEWS 


An eight page, 2-colour magazine produced 
in support of East Anglia NF. Send 20p 
for a sample copy to Nick Wakeling, 253 
Robin Hood Road, Tuckswood, Norwich. 


MARCHING SONGS 


Spearhead wishes to thank all those who have 
sent in suggestions for words and/or music for 
NF marching songs as appealed for in a 
previous issue. 

It has not been possible for us to examine 
these carefully yet — due to other commitments. 
We will, however, be examining them as soon as 
possible. In the meantime we hope that those 
concerned will accept this general notice of 
thanks as a substitute for individual letters. 


NATIONAL FRONT NEWS 


Editor: Martin Webster 


A broadsheet published monthly in sup- 
port of the National Front. Subscriptions 
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ANNIVERSARY OF A CATASTROPHE 


Contd. from page 15 


‘we went to war in 1939: a world dominated 
by Russia and/or the United States in which 
the British Empire would have no powerful 
friend. 


(6) The one alternative to this catastrophe 
was for Britain to give Hitler a carte blanche 
in Eastern Europe and to dedicate her entire 
resources to building up her own internal 
strength and that of her Empire. In its White 
population alone the British Empire and 
Commonwealth was equal in manpower 
resources to the German Reich, while in its 
natural resources it was immeasurably 
superior. The greatest guarantee therefore of 
British security in the face of a potential 
German colossus — just supposing that 
Hitler’s intentions towards us were not as 
generous as he made out — was a British 
imperial colossus of equal strength, 
politically, economically and militarily. Only 
thus could the British be secure in proximity 
to Hitler’s Germany without dependence on 
Russia or the United States. 


(7) Such a vast undertaking on Britain’s 
part would require: (a) many years of peace 
during which she could devote herself 
undistracted to such an object; and (b) a 
radical reform of her whole political and 
economic system which would give her the 
necessary strength to achieve it. Britain 
opted against both and has since paid the 
price. 

It cannot be stressed too strongly that 
these principles were valid quite regardless 
of whether one admired or hated Nazi 
ideology and the Nazi system. It is not the 
purpose of this article to justify what Hitler 
stood for. What he stood for and what 
actions he carried out in Germany and 
German-occupied Europe are quite irrelevant 
to the issue of whether Britain was right to 
go to war. The only thing relevant to that 
issue was a cool and rational calculation of 
the British national and imperial interest 
then and in the future, and a prudent con- 
sideration of the strategic options open to us 


in the circumstances of the time. 

The British declaration of war against 
Germany in 1939 proved to be the greatest 
blunder of our long history. In fact we have 
accomplished none of the objectives that we 
went to war to achieve. The freedom, 
sovereignty and territorial integrity of 
Czechoslovakia and Poland have not been 
maintained. The defence of the peoples of 
a substantial part of Europe against armed 
aggression and tyranny has not succeeded. 
The independence of Britain from a 
continental overlord has not been safe- 
guarded. The threat of a foreign invasion of 
Britain has not been fought off. A world 
threatened by the designs of a totalitarian 
power employing huge military force has not 
been prevented. The persecution of many 
millions of people and their incarceration in 
inhuman concentration camps is still a fact 
— and a fact ona scale many times in excess 
of what it could ever have been under Hitler. 

And in the effort to accomplish these 
objectives that we failed to accomplish, we 
lost great numbers of British lives and made 
Britain economically bankrupt and incapable 
of maintaining her Empire. 

Some may ask what is the point of 
bringing these things up 40 years afterwards 
when it is the future with which we should 
be concerned. The plain answer is that our 
ability to determine the future is inex- 
tricably bound up with these events. The 
powers and the mentality that determined 


The legacy of the 
War. Military might 
of Soviet 
Communism 
threatens Western 
interests 
throughout the 
world 


Britain’s catastrophic course in September 
1939 are still with us — they rule our affairs 
today. The factors that currently paralyse 


every effort at national recovery are in . 
essence the same factors that 40 years ago. 


ensured that we would tread the path to ruin. 

The fact that in 1939 Zionist interests 
desired war and exerted enormous pressure 
towards bringing war about should not be 
allowed to obscure from our minds the over- 
whelming load of guilt that rests on the 
shoulders of the British establishment, of 
our British politicians of all parties and of 
the British press, no less riddled with treason 
and falsehood then than it is now. Jewry had 
its own reasons for desiring the war and 
Hitler’s defeat, reasons that were entirely 
consistent with Jewish national aspirations. 
We should not blame the Jews for acting in 
single-minded and ruthless pursuit of those 
aspirations. We should only blame Britons 
for not acting in pursuit of British national 
aspirations — indeed for not have any sense 
of British national aspirations in pursuit of 
which to act. 

The measures that need in the future to 
be taken to bring about the recovery of our 
country and its world power will never be 
grasped, let alone adopted, if we continue to 
dwell in a mire of ignorance and self-delusion 
about these past events — and most of all 
about the rottenness and treason in high 
places that led to that act of national suicide 
that took place in September 1939. 
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